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EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Attorney General
of the State of Cahforma

WILBERT E. BENNETT -

- Supervising Deputy Attorney General

KIM M. SETTLES, State Bar No. 116945
Deputy Attorney General

1515 Clay Street, 20" Floor

P.O. Box 70550

QOakland, CA 94612-0550

Telephone: (510) 622-2138

It Facsimile: (510) 622-2270

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE

DEPARTNIENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
- FOR THE BUREAU OF AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR
STA’_I‘E OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusanon Agamst

CHEVREM CORPORATION, DBA |

CLEAR BLUE TEST ONLY SMOG
STATION

It 2850 Crow Canyon Road

San Ramon, California 94583

FATIH TEKIN, PRESIDENT
‘Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. ARD 241700

Smog Check, Test Only' Station hcense
No. TC 241700,

HARPREET SINGH CHHINA

2680 Cherry Blossom Way

Union City, California 94587

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician

CHEVREM CORPORATION, DBA
CLEAR BLUE TEST ONLY SMOG
STATION2

3790 Hopyard Road

Pleasanton, California 94588

FATIH TEKIN, PRESIDENT
Auitottotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. ARD 244942

Smog Check, Test Only Station License
No. TC 244942,

CHRISTOPHER BRYAN HARRISON
143 Roxanne Court, #2 '

“Walnut Creek, California 94597

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician
License No. EA 151176

‘Case No. 79/09?21

ACCUSATION

[SMOG CHECK]
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CHEVREM CORPORATION, DBA
CLEAR BLUE TEST ONLY SMOG
STATION 3

898 A Street

Hayward, California 94541

FATIH TEKIN, PRESIDENT
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. ARD 248804 :

Smog Check Test Only Station License
No. TC 248804

WINCHESTER SIBUMA ORDONEZ’
2210 Grove Way
Castro Valley, California 94546

Advanced Emission Specialist Techmcmn

License No. EA 144440

CHEVREM CORPORATION, DBA
TEST ONLY SMOG STATION 1T
5200 Telegraph Avenue

Oakland, California 94609

FATIH TEKIN, PRESIDENT

- Automotive Repan‘ Dealer Registration

No. ARD 236306
Smog Check, Test Only Station
No. TC 236306

BRYON LEONARD SCHAUB
46410 Briarplace

‘Fremont, California 94539

Advanced Emission Specialist Techmczan
License No. EA 152893

NUSRET B. TOPCU

2427 Byron Street

Berkeley, California 94702 -

Advanced Emission Specialist Techmczan
License No. EA 147911

MATTHEW JARED PHELPS

916 Magnolia Drive

Alameda, California 94502 -

Advanced Emission Specxahst Techmcmn
License No. EA 151026 °

CHEVREM CORPORATION, DBA
G IC SMOG STATION

690 Ygnacio Valley Road, #3

Walnut Creek, California 94596
FATIH TEKIN, PRESIDENT ‘
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. ARD 221700

Smog Check, Test Only Station License

No. TC 221700
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‘License No. EA 147911

NUSRET B. TOPCU

2427 Byron Street

Berkeley, California 94702

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician

- Respondents,

Sherry Mehl (“Complainant”) alleges: . . -
PARTIES
1. Complamant brmgs this Accusahon solely n her official capacxty as thc
Chief of the Bureau of Automotlve Repair (“Bureau”), Department of Consnmer Affairs.
LICENSE HISTORY

RESPONDENT NO. 1

Automotlve Repaxr Dealer Regxstrat)on

2, On or about February 3, 2006, the Bureau msued Automotlve Repair
Dealer Regstratlon Number ARD 241700 ¢ ‘reglstratmn ") to Chevrem Corporation, doing
busmess as Clear Blue Test Only Smog Station-(“Respondent No. 1") with Fatih Tekm as
president. The registration will expire on September 30, 2008, unless renewed.

Smog Check, Test Only Station License

3. On or about Febmary 16 2006, tbe Bureau issued Smog Check, Test Only
Statxon Llcense Number TC 241700 to Respondent No 1. The registration will explre on
September 30, 2008, unless renewed.

Advanced*Emissian Specialist Technician License

4. On or about December 21, 2006, the Bureau issued Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 152180 (‘;technician license™) ;co Harpreet Singh
Chhina'(“Respondent Chhina”). ",Ihe-techni»cian license will expire on June 30, 2010, uﬁless
renewed. |
i
"
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© RESPONDENTNO.2

Automotiye Repair Dealer Registration

5. On or zbout July 11, 2006, the Bﬁreau issued Automotive Repair Dealer
Registration Number ARD 244942 (“registratien”) to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as
Clear Blue Test Only Smog Station 2 (“Respondent Ne. 2") with Faﬁﬂ Tekin as president. The
registration will expire on Aprﬂ 30, 2009, unless renewed.

| Smog Check, Test Only Station License

6. On or about November 20, 2006, the Bureau issued Smog Check, Test
Only Station License Number TC 244942 (“statlon license”) to Respondent No. 2. The
registration will expire on April 30, 2009, unless ;enewed

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License

7. On or about March 23, 2005 the Bureau issued. Advanced Emission
Specialist Techmclan License Number EA 1 51 176 (“techmman hcense g ) to Chnstopher Bryan
Harrison (“Respondent Harrison”). ‘The technician license will expire on July 31, 2009, unless
renewed. |

RESPONBENT NO.3

Automotive Repalr Dealer Reglstratmn

8. On or about Febmary 14 2007, the Bureau issued Automotwe Repair |
Dealer Registration Number ARD 248804 (“registration™) to Chevrem Corporation, doing
business as Clear Blue Test Only Smeg Station 3 (“Respon&en’t No. 3") With Fatih Tekin as
president. The registration will expire on J anuary 31, 2009?-uniese renewed.

Smog Check, ’I‘est Only Station License | )

9. On or about March 2; 2007, the Bureau issued Smog Check, Test Only
Station License Number TC 248804 to Respondent No. 3. The station license will expire on
January 31, 2009, unless renewed. | - - |

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License N

10.©  On or about May 13, 2002, the Bureaﬁ issued Adyanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 144440 (“technieian license™) te Winchester Sibuma

4
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Ordonez (“Respondent Ordonez™). The technician license will expire on October 31, 2010
unless renewed. | |
RESPONDENT NO. 4
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
11.  On or about February 9, 2005, the Bureau issued Automotive Repair

Dealer Registration Number ARD 236306 (“registration™) to Chevrem Corporation, doing

| business as Test Only Smog Station II (“Respondent No. 4"} with Fatih Tekin as president. The

registration will expire on October 3 1; 2008, unless renewed.

Smog Check, Test Only Station License |

12.‘ Onor about_ February 14, 2005, the Bureaun issued Smog Check, Test Only
Staﬁon License Number TC 236306 {(“‘station license™) to Respondent_ No. 4. The station license
will expire on October 31, 2008, unless renewed |

Adv‘anced Emfssion Specialist Technician I;icense'

13.  Onor about Ju}y 7, 2006, the Bm'eau issued Advanced messxon Specialist
Technician License Number EA 152893 (“technician license™) to Bryan Leonard Schaub
(“Respondent Schaub”). The technician hcense will expire on September 3(}, 2010, unless
renewed. | | | |

Advanced Efnission Specialisf Technician License

14.  Onor about November 26, 2003, the Bureau iséued Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 147§11 (“technician license™) to Nusret B. Topcu
(“Respondent Topéu”). The technician license expiréd on October 31, 2007. '

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician Liceﬁse

15.  On or about February 18, 2005, the Bureau issued Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Nlllmber EA 151026 (“technician Hcensé*’) to Matthew Jared
Phelps (“Respondent Phelf)s”). The technician license will expire on December 31, 2008, unless
renewed, | |
M
7
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RESPONDENT NO. S

Automotive Repair Dealer Registration

16..  On or about June 12, 2002, the Bureau issued Automotive Repair Dealer
Registration Number ARD 221700 (“registration”) to Chevrem Corporahon doing busmess as
GIC Smog Station (“Respondent No. 5") with Fatih Tekin as pre.smant The registration will
expire on May 31, 2009, unless renewed. .

Smog Check, Test Only Statmn License

17. - Onor about June 21, 2002, the Bureau issued Smog Check, Test Only
Station License Number TC 221700 (“staticri license™) to Respondent No. 5. The station license
will expire on May 3 1., 2009, unless renewed. ) o

~ Advanced Emission Specialist Technician Liceﬁse

18. Onor aboqf November 26, 2003, the Bureau issued Advanced Mssion
Specialist Technician License Number BA 147§1 1 (“technician license™) to Nﬁsret B. Topcu
(“Respondent Topcu™). The technician I:cense wzﬂ expire on October 31 2008, un}ess reaewed

STATUTORY PROVISIONS

19, Section 9884.7 of the Business and Professions Code (“Code”) states, in
pemnent part: R

- (a) The director, where the antomotive repair dealer cannot show there was
a bona fide error, may refuse to validate, or may invalidate temporarily or
permanently, the registration of an automotive repair dealer for any of the
following acts or omissions related to the conduct of the business of the
automotive repair dealer, which are done by the automotive repair dealer or any
automotive technician, employee, partner, officer, or member of the automotive
repair dealer. :

(1) Making or authorizing in any ranner or by any means whatever any
statement written or oral which is untrue or misleading, and which is known, or
which by the exercise of reasonable care shou}d be known, to be untrue or
misleading, -

(2) Causing or allowing a customer to sign any work order that does not
state the repairs requested by the customer or the automobile's odometer reading
at the time of repair.

(3) Failing or refusing to give to a customer a copy of any document
requiring his or her signature, as soon as the customer signs the document.

(4) Any other conduct which constitutes fraud.

6
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(6) Failure in any material respect to comply with the provisions of this
chapter [the Automotive Repair Act (Bus. & Prof. Code, 9880, et seq.}] or
regulations adopted pursuant to it.

(b) Except as provided for in subdivision (c), if an automotive repair
.dealer operates more than one place of business in this state, the director pursuant
to subdivision (a) shall only invalidate temporarily or permanently the registration
of the specific place of business which has violated any of the provisions of this
chapter. This violation, or action by the director, shall not affect in any manner
the right of the automotive repair dealer to operate his or her other places of
business.

(c) Notwithstanding subdivision (b), the director may invalidate
temporarily or permanently, the registration for all places of business operated in
this state by an automotive repair dealer upon a finding that the automotive repair
dealer has, or is, engaged in a course of repeated and willful viclations of this
chapter, or regulations adopted pursuant to it.

20.  Code section 9884.9, subdivision (a), states:

: (a) The automotive repair dealer shall give to the customer a written

" estimated price for labor and parts necessary for a specific job. No work shall be
done and no charges shall accrue before authorization to proceed is obtained from

. the customer. No charge shall be made for work done or parts supplied in excess -
of the estimated price without the oral or written consent of the customer that
shall be obtained at some time after it is determined that the estimated price is
insufficient -and before the work not estimated is done or the parts not estimated
are supplied. Written consent or authorization for an increase in the original
estimated price may be provided by electronic mail or facsimile transmission from
the customer. The bureau may specify in regulation the procedures to be followed

] by an antomotive repair dealer if an authorization or consent for an increase in the
original estimated price is provided by electronic mail or facsimile transmission.
If that consent is oral, the dealer shall make a notation on the work order of the
date, time, name of person authorizing the additional repairs and telephone
number called, if any, together with a specification of the additional parts and
labor and the total additional cost, and shall do either of the following:

(1) Make a notation on the invoice of the same facts set forth in the
notation on the work order.
(2) Upon completion of the repalrs obtain the custormer's si gnature or
mma}s to an acknowledgment of notice and consent, if there is an oral consent of
the customer to additional repairs, in the following language:
"I acknowledge notice and oral approval of an increase in the ongmal estimated
. price.

(signature or initials)"

Nothing in this section shall be construed as requiring an automotive
repair dealer to give a written estimated price if the dealer does not agree to
perform the requested repair.

21, Code section 9884 13 provides, in pertinent part, that the explrahon of a

valid registration shall not deprive the dlrector or chief of jurisdiction to proceed with a

7
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disciplinéry proceeding against an automotive repair dealer or to render a decision invalidating a
registration temporarily or permanently.
22.  Code section 477 provides, in pertinent part, that “Board” includes

33 £

“hurean,” “‘commission,” “committee,” “‘department,” “division,” ‘““examining committee,”
“program,” and “agency.” “License” includes certificate, registration or other means to engage
in abusiness or profession regulated by the Code. |
23.  Section 44002 of the Health and Safety Code provides, in pertinent part,
that the Director has all the powers and authority granted under the Automotive Repair Act for
enforcmg the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.
24.  Section 44072.2 of the Health and Safety Code states, in pertinent part:
The director may suspend, revoke, or take other disci?linary action against )
a license as provided in this article if the licensee, or any partner, officer, or
director thereof, does any of the following: .
' (a) Violates any section of this chapter [the Motor Vehicle Inspection
Program (Health and Saf. Code, § 44000, et seq.)] and the regulations adopted
pursuant to it, which related to the hcensed activities.

- (c) Vlolates any of the regulatxons adopte& by the thrector pmsnant to &ns
chapter

(d) Commits any act mvo}vmg dashenesty, ﬁ:aud, or deceit Whareby
another is injured.

.25.  Section 44{}72 6 of the Health and Safety Code prox}ides in pertinent part,
that the expiration or suspenszon ofa license by operatzon of law, or by order or deczsmn of the
Director of Consumer Affairs, ora ceurt of law, or the voluntary surrender of the license shaﬂ
not deprive the Director of jurisdiction to proceed with disciplinary actiomn.

26. Sectioﬁ 44072.8 of the Health and Safety Code states:

“When a license has been revoked or suspended following a hearing under this -
article, any additional license issued under this éhapter in the name of the i_iceﬁsee may be
likewise revoked or suspended by the director.”

REGULATORY PROVISION

- 27.  California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 3356, subdivision (a)(1),

"states:
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(‘a) All invoices for service and repair work performed, and parts
supplied, as provided for in Section 9884.8 of the Business and Professions Code,
shall comply with the following: -

(1) The invoice shall show the automotive repair dealer’s registration
number and the corresponding business name and address as shown in the
Bureau’s records.

COST RECOVERY

28.  Code section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part,) that a Board may reqziest
thé administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or
violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation
and enforcement of jthe case. N

| RESPONDENT NO. 1
UNDERCOVER OPERATION - JUNE ZS. 2007 -

o 29. On June 26, 2007, a B'ureau undercover operator using the alias
ﬁqn Picard (“operator”) {ﬁ'ove a Bmau-documenieé 1992 Toyota, California License Plate No.
4512688, to Respondent No. 1's facility for a émog inspection. The vehicle could not pass a‘ j
smbg inspection because ihe vehicle’s air suction (“AS”) system wa# missing. Respondent
Chhma performed the smog mspectmn and 1ssued electronic Certificate of Comphance No
MS616778, certifying that he had tested and inspected the 1992 Toyota and that the vehicle was
in comphance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed

the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s AS system was missing.

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
| (Untrue or Misieading Statfements)

30 Respondent No. 1°s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdiVvision (a)(1), in that on or abéa’f June 26, 2007, it made or |
aﬁthorized staternents which it knew or in tﬁe éxercise of reasonable care it should have known
to be untrue or misleading by isrrsuing' electrqﬁic Certificate of Compliance No. MS61 6778 for the
1992 Toyota, certifying that the vehicle Was in compliance with applicable laws and reguiaﬁons.
In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog mspection because the

vehicle’s AS system was missing.
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Fraud)

31.  Respondent No. I’s registrati:on is Subj ect to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code sectioil 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in that on orA about June 26, 2007, it committed acts
which constitute fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS616778 for the
1992 Toyota without performing é bona fide inspection of the emission COn&ol devices and
systems on the ve.hide, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection
afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE |
(Violations of the Mator Vehicle Inspection Program)

32. | ‘Respondent No. 1’s station license is subject to dlsczphnary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, it failed to comply with the following sections of that -
Code: | ‘

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No.1 failed to determine
that all emission control devices and systems required b}f law were installed and functioning
correctly in accordance with test prot:edufes.

b. Section 44012, subdivision (f): Raspondent No. 1 failed to perform

| emission control tests on the vehxcla in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department

- c Section 44015, snbdmsmn {(b): Respondent No. 1 issued electromnic

Certificate of Compliance No. MS616778 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting -
the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012.

d. Section 44059: Respondent‘Ne 1 willfully made false entries for

electronic Cemﬁcate of Comphance No. MSéI 6778 by certifying that the vehicle had been
mspected as required When, in fact, it had not.

m ; -

I |
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FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

33.. Respondent No. 1’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivisim; (c), in that on or about
June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, it failed to comply with provisions of California Code
of Regulations, title 16, as follows:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent No. 1 falsely or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Coﬁzpliancc No. MS616778 for the {«'ehicle, in that
the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s AS

system was missing.

b. Section 3340.35, subdivision (c): Respond ent No. 1 issued electronic -
Certificate of Compliance No. MS616778 for the vehicle even thoug}i the vehicle had not been
inspected in accordance with section 3340.42. |

c. Sectmn 3340.42: R&spondent No. 1 failed to conduct the requn'ed smog{

tests on the ve}ncle in accordance wp:h the Bureau’s specifications.
FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Dishonesty, Frand or Deceit) f
34,  Respondent No. 1’s station license is ‘subjecttd disciplinary action
pm‘éuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in that on or about

June 26, 2007, it committed dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured by

_issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS6}67?8 for the 1992 Toyota without

performing a bona fide inspection of the 'enﬁésion control devices and systems on the vehicle,
thexeﬁy c%epziiring the People of the State of Célifo;nia of the Prbtection afforded by the Motor
Vehicle Inspection Program. |

i |

i

i
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SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Prograﬁz}

35.  Respondent Chhina has subjected hi-s technician h’cgnse to cﬁsciph'nary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
TJune 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyda, he violated the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44512, sabdivision (a): Réspondent Chhina failed to determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning
correctly in accordance with test procedures

b. Section 44012, subdlvlsmn (D: Respondent Chhina faﬂed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44032: Respondent Chhina failed to perform tests of the
. - i N -
emission control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that

Code.

d. Section 44059: Respcndent Chhina entered false information for
eiectromc Certificate of Comphance No. MS616778 by cemfymg that the vehicle had been

‘mspected as required when, in fact, it had not.

- SEVENTH CAUSE FOR BISCIPLM '
(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
_ to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
36.  Respondent Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 440722, subdivision {c), in that on or about

June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he violated the following sections of the California

Code of Regulations, title 16:

a. Section 3346.24, subdivisio;i {c): Respondent Chhina falsely or
fraudulently issued e}ectroﬁc Céf{iﬁcate of Com;;}iance No. MS616778 for the vehicle, in that
the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inépectisn because the vehicle’s AS
system was missing. | |

It
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b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent Chhina failed to inspect

and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012,

c. Section 3340.41, subdivision {(c¢): Respondent Chhina entered false

information into the Emission Inspection System (“EIS”) by entering “Pass” for the visual
portion of the smog test when, in fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the
srnog inspection because the vehicle’s AS system was missing.

d. Section 334{) 42: Respondent Chhinafailed to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance Wlﬁl the Bureau’s specifications.

*

EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dlshonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

37 Respe;}dem Chhina has subjected his techmc:an license to disciplinary

action pm'suant to Hca}th and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d) in that on or about

June 26 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he committed acts involving dishonesty, fraud or -
deceit whereby another was 111_‘;111'3(1 byi 1ssumg electronic Certificate of Comphance No.
MS616778 for that vehicle mthout performmg a bona fide mspechon of the emission control
devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State af Cahfarma of the

protection afforded by tba Motor Vehicle Inspection ?mgram

UNDERCOVER OPERATION - JULY 25, 2007

38. On faly 25,2007, a Bureau undercover oﬁerator using the alias
Steve Palmer (“oi}eratcr”) éro;\rs a Bureau-documented 1994 ;l‘oyoté Camry, Caﬁifomia License
Plate No. 3?11)508, to Respondent No. 1's facility for a smog inspection. The vehicie cotﬂﬁ not
pass the functional portion of the smog inspection because thé vehicle’s ignition timing was
ad;usted beyond the manufacturer’s specxﬁcahons Respondent Chhina performed the s smog
inspection and 1ssued eiectmmc Certificate of Compliance No. MU025610, certifying that he had

tested and inspected the 1994 Toyota Camry and that the vehicle was in compliance with

applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the ﬁxﬁctia;xai portion |

of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s ignition timing was adjusted beyond the

manufacturer’s specifications.

13
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NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

39.  Respondent No. 1's registration is subject to disﬁpﬁnary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (2)(1), in that on or about July 25, 2007, it made or
authorized statements which it knew or in the exerciée of reasonable care it shouid have known
to be untrue or misl;ading by 1ssumg electronic éerﬁﬁcate‘of Compliance No. MU025610 fcz-'
the 1994 Toyota Camry, certifying that the vehicle Was in compliance with applicable laws and
regtﬂations; In fact, the vehicle could not ha{ze passed the functional portion of the smog '
inspection because the vehicle’s ignﬁ:ion timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s

speciﬁcaﬁéns. »

TENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Frand)

40. - Respondent No. 1’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant -
to Code section 9884.7, sut_}éivisien (a)(4), in that on or about July 25, 2007, it committed acts -
which constitute fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU025610 for the -
1994 Téyota Camqr without performing a bona fide inspécﬁon of the emission control éeyicés -
and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of Caiifsmia‘ of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspecﬁon Pfogram. ‘

ELEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Violations of the Métar Véhicie Inspection Program)
- 41, Respondent No. 1’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44{}?2.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about |
July 25, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, it failed to comply with the following sections
of that Code: - |

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 1 failed to determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning

correctly in accordance with test procedures.

i
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b. Sectior 44012, subdivision (f): Respondent No. 1 failed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 1 issued electronic

Certificate 6f Compliance No. MU025610 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting
the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012.
d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 1 willfully made false entries for

electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU025610 by certifying that the vehicle had been
inspected as reqmred when in fact, it had not.

TWELFTH CAUSE F()R DISCIPLINE

(Failare to Comply with Regulatmas Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
42t ~ Respondent No. 1’s station license is subject to disciplinary action |
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivisiaﬁ {c),ﬁ} that on or a%;out
July 25, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota C@, it failed to comply with provisions of
California Code of Regulations, title 16, as follows: ‘ o A
a.  Section 3340.24, subdivision jc) Respondent No 1 falsely or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MUQZS& 0 for the vehicle, in that
fhe vehicle could not pass the ﬁmctional portion of the smcg inspection because the vehicle’s -
i’gnétian timing was adjusted beyond the maﬁgfacm’s specifications. |

| b. Section 3340.35, subdivision {c): Respondent No. 1 issued electronic

Certificate of Compliance No. MU025610 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been
mspected in accordance with section 3340.42. | |

c. Sectxen 3340.42: Respondent No. 1 failed to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

THIRTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
43.  Respondent No. I’s station license is subject to disciplinary action

pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that on or about

15




1 | July 25, 260’?, it committed dishﬁnest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured by
2 || issuing electronic .('Zertiﬁcate of Cempﬁénce No. MUQES&I 0 forthe 1994 T cfata Camry without
3 || performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle,
4 || thereby depriving the Pecp{e of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor
5 || Vehicle Inspection Program. '
6 FOURTEENTH CA{}SE FOR DISCIPLINE
7 (Violations of the Motor Vehicle Insgecﬁaa Program)
8 44,  Respondent Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
9 acﬁdn pursuant to Health and Safety _Code section 44072.2, subdivision (8}, in that on-<;r about
10 || July 25, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, he violated the following secé,eas of that Code:
11 a Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Chhina failed to determine
--12-|l-that all emission control devices-and systems required by law.were.installed and functioning
13 §f correctly in accordance with test procedures.
14 b. Sectmn 44012 subdlvxggg_{ﬁ Respondent Chhina fa:}ed to perform
15 || emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department..
16 c. Sectxen 44032: Respondent Chhina fa}}ed to parfm’m tests of the
17 ji -emission control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance thh section 44012 of that
18§ Code. -
19 d: Sectlen 44059 Respoadent emered false information for eiectromc
20 | Certificate of Comphance No. MU025610 by certifying that the vehicle had been inspected as
21 | required when, in fact, it had pot.
22 FIFTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
23 (thire to Comply with Regulations Pursnant
o to thi eﬁ’o?’?"?‘éhxﬁ%inépec?ﬁ’ﬁ?ﬁgram}
25 45.  Respondent Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

26 | action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (c), in that on or about

27 | July 25, 2007, Iegardiﬁg the 1994 Toyota Camry, he violated the féﬁ{}wéﬁg sections of the
28 || California Code of Regulations, title 16:
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a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent Chhina falsely-or

fraudulenﬂy 1ssued electronic Ccrtlﬁcate of Compliance No. MU025610 for the vehlcle in that
the vehicle could not pass the ﬁmcnana} ;}01‘!:103 of the smog inspection because the vehmie 8
ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s s;;aciﬁcatiens.

b. = Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent Chhina failed to inspect

and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012.

c. Section 3340.41, subdivisien (c): Respondent Chhina entered false
information into the EIS unit by entering “i’ass” for the functional portion of the smog inspection
when, in fact; the vehicle the vehicle could not have passed the functional portion of the
inspection because the vehicle’s ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s -

specifications.

d.  Section 3340.42: Respondent Chhina failed to conduct the fequired smog -

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications. ‘
| " SIXTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{Dishonesty, Frand or Decelt) )
46. Respe}}éent Chhina has subjecteé his. teshmcian license to ézsczphaary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 4407“22,‘ subdivision (d), in that on or about

et

July 25, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, he commiﬁeé acts involving dishonesty, fraud

or deceit whereby another was injured by issuing electromic Certificate of Compliance No.

‘MU025610 for that vehicle without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission comtrol

devices and systerns on the vehicie,.thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.
UNDERCOVER OPERATION - JULY 26, 2007

47.  On July 26, 2007, a Bureau uﬁécrccvcr epesréter using the alias
Steve Pgimer (“operator”) drove a Bureau-documented 1996 Ford Explorer, California License
Piaie No. 3PZE600, to Respondent No. 1's facﬂﬁy for a;smog inspection. The vehicle could not
pass a smog inspection because the vehicle’s positive crankcase ventilation (“PCV”) system was

missing. Respondent Chhina iserférmeé the smog inspection and issued electronic Certificate of
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Compliance No. MU025621, certifying that he had tested and inspected the 1996 Ford Eﬁpiorer
and that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle
could not have passed the visual porﬁcn of the sniog mspection because ﬁe vehicle’s PCV
system waé missing.

SEVENTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

- 48.  Respondent No. 1’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant

"to Code section 9884.7 , subdivision (a)(1), in that on or about July ‘2-6, 2007, it made or

authoﬁz_e& statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonable care it should have known

to be untrue or mis}eaéiﬁé by issuing electronic Certificate of Compﬁange No. MUO025621 for

the 1996 Ford Explorer, cerﬁfying that the vehicle was in coépﬁance w:th a.;pp}icab}e laws and

regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion. of the.smog i;}speetisn
because the vehicle’s PCY system was missing.

EIGHTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Fraud} ’

49. R%pandent No. 1’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant .

o Ccée section 9884.7, subézvzszon (a)(4), in that on or about July 26, 2007, it comﬁeé acts
which constitute fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No, MU025621 for the
1996 Ford Expleref without performing a bona fide :'Znspection of the emission control devices
and systems on thé veh&cie, thereby depriving the People of the State pf California of the |
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Insp;giien Program.

NINETEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Iﬁsgecﬁan Program)
'~ 50.  Respondent No. 1I’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 448_72.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
July 26, 2007, regarding fhe 1996 Ford Explorer, it failed to comply with the following sections
of that Code:
1
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a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 1 failed to determine
that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning
correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b. Section 44012, subdivision §§l= Respondent No. 1 failed to perform

ernission contro] tests on the vehicle in accordance wzth procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44315 subdivision (b): R&cpeﬁdent No. 1 1ssued electronic

Cernﬁcate of Compliance No. MU025621 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting
l the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012,

i :

d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 1 willfully made false entries for

electronic Certiﬁcaie of Compliance No. MU025621 by ccr.tif)éng.that the vehicle had been
inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.
| TWENTIETH CAUSEFOR DISCIPLINE

(Failare to Cezﬁﬁly with Regulations Pursnant
~ to'the Motor Vehicle Inspéection Program)

*

i . s Rmpeéde:ni No. 1’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivisicﬁ (c); in that on or about
July 26, 2007, regaféiug the 1996 Ford 4Exp}orerl, it failed to comply with provisions of California |
Code of Regulations, title 16, as follows: | ' |

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision {c): Respondent ﬁa. 1 falsely or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU025621 for the vehicle, in that
the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV

system was missing. -

b. Section 3349.35, suh;i_ivisiqn (c): Respondent No. 1 issued electronic

.

Certificate of Compliance No. MU025 621 for the vehicle even thiough the vehicle had not been

inspected in accordance with section 3340.42.

c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 1 failed to conduct the required smog
tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

i
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TWENTY-FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
52.  Respondent Né. I’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in ﬁlat‘on or abont
Tuly 26, 2007, it committed dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured by

1l issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU025621 for the 1996 Ford Ex?lgre: without

performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle,

thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor
Vehicle Inspection Program.
TWENTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

v iofations of the Motor Vehicle InSpection Program)
53. Respoaé?nt. Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
acﬁbn ?msuant to Hea}th and Safety Code section 448’?2.2, subdivision (é.}, in thai on or about =
July 26, 2007, regarding the 1996 Ford E@iom, he violated the following sections of that Codex

a. .  Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Chhina failed to determine.s:
that all emission control devices and sy'stemé required by law were installed and functioning |
correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b. Section 44012, subdivision, (f): Respondent Chhina failed to perform

emission comntrol tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the deparfment.

c.  Section 44032: Respondent Chhina failed to perform tests of the
emission control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that

Code.

d.  Section 44059: Respondent entered false infcrmaﬁQn for electronic
Certificate of Compliance No. I.\if{f{}ﬁz_‘}ézi by certifyi;g that the vehicle had been inspected as
required when, in fact, it had not.

i
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. TWENTY-THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
54. . Respondent Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (c), in that on or about

i July 26, 2007, regarding the 1996 Ford Explorer, he violated the following sections ef the

California Code of Regulations, title 16: 7
a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): R%}}{_}i}é&ﬁt Chhina falsely or

frandulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MUO025621 for the vehicle, in that
the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV
system was missing.

b. Section 3349.36,. subdivision.(a): Respondent Chhina failed to inspect . -

and test the vehicle v amﬁmw with Health and Safety Code section 44012. -1

gt

c. Section 3340.41, subdivision {c): R&spcnde;;}t Chhina entered false

W

infofmaticn into the EIS unit by m@ng “Pass” for the visual porﬁon of the smog test when, in

fact, the vehicle’s PCV system was missing.

-d. Section 3340.42: Respondent Chhina failed to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Burean’s speciﬁcaﬁens.

TWENTY-FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dishonesty, F;'a;é or Deceit)

55.  Respondent Chhina has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdiyisioﬁ (d}), 1in that on or about
July 26, 2007, regarding the 1996 Ford Explorer, he comumitted acts involving dishonesty, fraud
or deceit whereby another was injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No.
MUQ25621 for that vehicle without performing a bona fide mspecﬁlsn of the emission control
devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of Caﬁfomié of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

i
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£ RESPONDENT NO. 2
UNDERCOVER OPERATION - SEPTEMBER 21, 2007

56."  On September 21, 2007, 2 Bureau undercover operator using the alias
Joseph Cook (“operator’) drove a Bureau-documented 1989 Ford Ranger, California License

Plate No. 3Y13631, to Respondent No. 2's facility for a smog inspection. The vehicle could not

pass a smog inspection because the vehicle’s thermostatic air cleaner (“TAC”) was missing,.

The operator was provided with a copy of ﬁz§ signed work order; however, the document did not
contain the vehicle’s current odometer reading. ‘Res;mmieai Harrison performed the smog
inspection and 1ssued electronic Certificate of-Compliance No. MU744740, cem'f;;’ing that he had
tested and inspected the 1989 Ford Ranger and that the vehicle was in compliance with '
applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of

-the smeg inspection because the vehicle’s TAC was. missing.

TWENTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR BISCIPLENE
(Unh'ﬁe or Misleading Siatemeats}

57. Resgm}déa’s No.2’s registration is subject to d.tsc}ph}}a'y action pursuant

G ey

to Code section 988;?;?' , subdivision {a)(1), in that on or about Segtembei 21,2007, it made or |
authorized statements Whicﬁ it knew or in the exercise of reéscﬁab}e car;: it should have known
to be untrue or misleading é}}r 1ssmng electronic Certificate of Cempﬁaﬂae No. MU74474¢ for
the 1989 Ford Ranger, certifying that the vé%zic}e was i ceﬁzgiian;e with applicable laws and
regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection
because the vehicle’s TAC was missing. .
| TWENTY—SEETH CA‘JSE FOR BISC}PLENE
(Failure to Record ¥ehieie s Cﬁrreat f}ﬁemeter Reaﬁmg on the Weork Order)

58. Respeﬁéent 8 regzs’a'atisﬁ is sabgact fo ézsc@}me under {Zaée section
9884.7, subdivision (a)(2), in that Respondent allowed the operator to sign the work order dated
September 21, 2007, that did not contain thé vehicle’s current odometer reading.
i |
i
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TWENTY~SEVENT§ CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Fraund)

59.  Respondent No. 2’s registration is subject fo disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in ﬁiaf on or aba_ut September 21, 2007, it committed
acts which constitute fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Csﬁzpﬁ%&zce No. %ﬁ? 744740 f{ér
the 1989 Ford Ranger without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices
and systems on the vehicle, ﬁzerehéf depﬁving the People of the State of California of the
pmteﬁﬁon afforded by the I&s{star Vehicle Inspection Program.

TWENTY-EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISC}ZPIM

(Fai}nre to Cﬁmply with Regulations)
69. Respondent is subject to discipline under Code section 9884.7, szﬁ}éw}s;s}z
(a)(6}, in that on or about. Segtsmber 21, 2007, Respondent failed to materially camg;ly with
California Code of Regulations, title 16, secbqn 3356, subdivision (a)(1), by failing to set forth -
its business name as reflected on Bureau records. |

TWENTY-NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

- (Violations of the Motor Vehfc}e inspecﬁ&é Program)

61.  Respondent No. 2’s station Izcense is subject to ézsszphnary action -
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (), in that on or about
September 21, 2007, regarding the 198_9 Ford Ranger, 1t failed to comply with the following
sectioﬁs'af that Code: |

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): R%p{}néeﬁ{ No. 2 failed to determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were nstalfed and functioning
con'ect}y in accordancs Wﬁh test pmcadﬁras
b.- S&ﬁti&ii 44812 subdivision (f): Respondent No. 2 failed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 2 issued electronic

Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting
the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012,

-
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d. Section 44%3§: Respondent No. 2 willfully made false entries for

electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 by certifying that the vehicle had been
inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.
THIRTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspecﬁon Program)

' 62. Resgeaée}}% No.2’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code sectien;?-é»{}?z,z, subdivision {c}, in that on or about
Séptember 21, 2007, regardgg the 1989 Ford Ranger, it failed to comply w_ith provisions of
California Code of Regulations, title 16, as follows:

a  Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent No, 2 falsely or

ﬁauéé}eﬁt}y issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 for the vehicle, in that

the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s TAC

was missing.

b. - Section 3340.35, subdivision (c): Respondent No. 2 issued electronic

7,

& e

Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been 7+~

mspected in accordance with section 3340.42.

¥

c. Section 3340.42: Resgendent 1‘\}'9 2 failed to conduct the reqmmd smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

THIRTY-FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dishenesty, Fraud or Deceit) |
63.  Respondent No. 2’s station license is S&Eject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that on or about

September 21, 2007, 1t committed dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby ancther is

without performiﬁg a bona fide inspection of the emission control dévicgs and systems on the

vehicle, thereby {iepriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the

Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

24

injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MUT744740 for the 1989 Ford Ranger
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THIRTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
64.  Respondent Harrison has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

action pufsuaat to Health aﬁd\ Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about

September 21, 2007, regarding the 1989 Ford Ranger, he violated the f;}ﬁf}wing sections of that

Code:

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Harrison failed to determine
that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning

correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b. ' Secﬁen 44012, subdivision (f}: Respondent Harrison failed to perform
emission control tests on the vghicie,in accordance mth procedures prescribed by the de;}aﬁ:meai.

c.  Section44032: Respondent Harrison failed to perform tests of the
emission control devices and systems on the srsﬁia.%e in accordance with section 44012 of that -
Code. |

d.  Section 4455?: 'Respondent entered false information for electronic

Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 by certifying that the vehicle had been inspected as

required when, in fact; it had not.
'I‘HIRTY—THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

@aﬂar& to Comply with Reg&iaii&as Pursanant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

65. . Respondent Harrison has subjected his technician license to cﬁscipiinary,
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, snbdivisiﬁﬁ (c), 1o that on or about
September 2},‘2{%6?,’ regarding the 1989 Ford Ranger, he violated the feﬁawiﬁg. sections of the
California Code of Regulations, title 16: |

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision {c}: Respondent Harrison falsely or
fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744740 for the vehicle, in that
the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s TAC
was missing. ‘

25
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and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012.

b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (3): Respondent Harrison failed to inspect

-

c. Section 3343.41, subdivision (¢): Respondent Harrison entered false

information into the EIS unit by enierixig “N/A” for the visual inspection of the TAC indicating

that the system was not applicable when, in fact, the ’_I?;C system is applicable but was missing

1 from the vehicle.

d  Section 3340.42: Respondent Harrison failed to conduct the required

smog tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

THIRTY-FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dishonesty, Frand- or Deceit)
66.  Respondent Harrison has subjected his technician license to disciplinary |

I action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in-that on or about
| September 21, 2007, regarding the 1989 Ford Ranger, he committed acts involving dishonesty,

|} fraud or deceit whereby another was injured by issuing e%éctrsnic Certificate of C{}z}}p}iaace No. :

I\lIU744740 for that vehlcie without performmg a bona fide mspection of the em:ssmn control -1

_ devzcas and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State {}f Cahfszma of t%ze'
s:pmtectzaﬁ afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

UNDERCOVER QPERATI{}N SEE‘TEMBER 21, 2007

67. ©On Se;}tem%er 21,2007, a B?RS&E uaéezcwaz operator asmg the ahas

- Joseph Cook (“operator’ ’} drove a Bmeaa—docamen%eé 1998 Ford E-150, California License Plate

No. 5R771 78, to Respondent No. 2's facility for 2 smog inspection. The vehicle could not pass a
smog inspection because the vehicle’s positive crankcase ventilation (“PCV”) system was

a e rmssmg Respondent ﬁamson performeé the smog mspecﬁan and 1ssued eiectmmc Cerﬁﬁc:aie

Sy b

of Compliance No. MU744743 certifying that he had tested and mspected the 1998 Ford E-150

1l and that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the v&hlclc

il could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV

system was missing.
i
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THIRTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

68.  Respondent No. 2’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision {a){1}, in that on or about September 21, 2007, it made or
authorized statements which it knew ;cr in the exercise of reasonable care it should have known
to be untrue or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for
the 1998 Ford E-150, certifying that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and
regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog igsgecﬁaﬁ
because the vehicle’s PCV system was missing.

| THIRTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
| (Fraud)
69.  Respondent No. 2’s registration.is subject.to ézsazglmary aati;mpmt -

to Code section 9884.7, snhéiszisian (a)(4), in that on or about September 21, 2007, it committeds |

acts which constitute fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for -

the 1998 Ford E-150 without performing a bona fide iI}S?ﬁcﬁ{}B of the emission control devices 3 .

and systems on the vehicie, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspectxon Program
TERTY—SEVENI‘B CAUSE FOR BISQIPLM

{F aﬁﬁre to Comply with Regulations)

70.  Respondent is subject to discipline under Cede section 9884.7, subdivision
(a}(é), in that on or about September 21, 2{}9’?, Respondent failed to. materially comply with
California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 3356; subdivision {&)(1), by failing to set forth
its busmess name as rsﬁectcd on Bureau records.

TQRTY-EIGETE CAUSE F{}R DISCIPLINE
(Vielations of the Mgia; Vehicle Inspection Prggram)

71.  Respondent No. 2’s station License 1s subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Saféty Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
/7
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September 21, 2007, regardmg the 1998 Ford E-150, it failed to comply with the foﬁomg
sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 2 failed to determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning
correctly in accordance with fest procedures.

b. Section 44012, subdivision (f): Respondent No. 2 failed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with prdcedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 2 issued electronic

Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting
the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012.
- d..  Seetion 44059: Respondent No. 2 willfully made false entries for

13- inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.

14
15

16~

17

18

19

i
20

21

22
23

THIRTY-NINTH CAUSE E;OR DISCIPL}NE
‘(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Pr&gram}

72.  Respondent No. 2’s station license is subject to disciplinary acﬁsa ‘
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision{c)}, in that on or about
September 21, 2007, regarding the 1998 Ford E-150, it failed to cgmgiy %th provisions of
California Code of Regulaﬁsﬁs title 16, as follows:

a. Section 3340.24, subdiﬁsiﬁn {¢}: RespondentNo. 2 falselyor

frandulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for the vehicle, in that

A

24
25

26

27

28

the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV

system was missing.

b. . Section 3340.35, subdivision (c}: Respondent No. 2 Lssued electronic
Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been
inspected in accordance with section 3340.42,
11

28
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28

|l tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 2 faiie;j to conduct the required smog

FORTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

73.  Respondent No. Z’s station license is subject to disciplinary action

pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in that on or about

September 21, 2007, it commitied dishonest, frandulent or deceitful acts whereby another is

- injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU744743 for the 1998 Ford E-150

without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the

! vehicie, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the pisiecﬁsn afforded by the

Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.
FQR’EX—FIRSI CA’(ISE F&Rmsmm

(Violations of the Motor Veingie Inspectmn Program)

74.  Respondent Harrison has subjected his tacimzczan hcenss to disciplinary -
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, S‘Eﬁ)&iﬁ&'ﬂ}ﬁ {2}, in that on or a’ba&% ¢
September 21, 2007, regarding the 1998 Ford E-1 Si}, he violated t‘ﬁe f{;ﬁemg sections of that
Code: _ | | .

a  Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Harrison failed to determine

that all emission f:{;gim} devices and systems required by law were instalied and functioning
ca:recﬁy m accarémce with fest gmceém

b. Section 44012, subdivision {I): Resgon&eni Harrison failed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed ’i}}f the depariment.

H

c. Section 44%32, Respeﬁésﬁt Hmseﬁ failed to pﬁz{azm tests of the

= *- v‘&)—g» -

emission contrai émces and systems on ﬁxe vehzcie in acceréance Wﬁh secizen m;z of that

Code. _ | o

d. Section 44059: Respondent entered false information for electronic

Certificate of C{};ﬁ;}iiaﬁsé No. MU744743 by certifying that the vehicle had been inspected as

reguired whez}, in fact, it had pot.

28
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FORTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIP1.INE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Parsuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
75.  Respondent Harrison has subjected his technician ticense to disciplinary
action pufsmi to Health and Safeéy Code section 440722, sa%éé?iéiag {c), in that on or about
September 21, 2007, regarding the 1998 Ford E-150, he violated the following sections of the

California Code of Regulations, title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent Harrison falsely or

I fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU 744743 for thé vehicle, in that

‘the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV

system was missing.

b.  Section-3340:30, subdivision {a): Respondent Harrison failed to inspsct -
and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012. o &

c. Section 3340.41, subdivision (c): Respondent Harrison entered false ‘
information info the EIS unit by entering “Pass” for the visual portion of the smog test when, In ‘ s§
fact, the vehicle’s PCV ystem was missing. \

| d.  Section 3340.42: Respondent Harrison failed to conduct the required |
szneé tests on the vehicle in accordance with the B&r&a&s speciﬁsaﬁsﬁs,

FORTY-THIRD CAESE FOR DISCIPLINE

{B:sifaﬁesty, Fraud or Deceit)

76.  Respondent ﬁamso,a hzs subjected his technician license to ézsa;izﬁa‘y
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that on or about
Septemher 21, 2007, regarémg ﬁ'ie }998 F ord E-150, he committed acts mvolvmg dzshenesty,
fraud or deceit whereby anether was injured by issuing eiecimms Ce#aﬁca&e of Compliance No.
MU744743 for that vehicle without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control
éevi;es and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

i

N




1 ’ RESPONDENT NO. 3

(]

UNDERCOVER OPERATION - OCTOBER 24, 2007
77.  On October 24, 2007, a Bureau undercover operator using the alias
Bob Johnson (“operator”} drove a Bureau-documented 1994 Toyota Camry, Caﬁfamia License

Sw

Plate No. 3FLD508, to Respondent No. 3's facility for a smog mspection. The vehicle could not

| pass a smog iﬁs?ec{icn because the vehicle’s ignition timing was adjusted beyond the

R I« AT ¥

manufacturer’s specifications. The operator filled out and signed a work order but was not
i provided with a copy of the document. Respondent Ordonez performed the smog inspection and
: issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW137423, certifying that he had tested and

1l inspected the 1994 Toyota Camry and that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws

aﬁd regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the functional portion of the smog
-li-inspection because the vehicle’s.ignition timing was adjusted beyond the mamxfacﬁre;é 8

FGRTYFGERT& CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
~ (Untrueor ﬁﬁsieééingé Statenients} 4

. 78.. Respondent No.3’s reg’s‘izaﬁ%}z} is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section §384.?, subdivision {a}{i}, in that C;ﬁ or about October 24, 2@#3?, #t made or

|| authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonable care it should have known
: to be untme or misieaéiﬂg by issuing electronic Ca;;iﬁf;aie of Compliance No. MW137423 for
| the 1994 Toyota Camry, certifying that the vehicle was in comphance with applicable laws and
| regulations. In fa;i, the vehicle seﬁié not have §asse§ the functional portion of the smog

‘ inspection because the vehicle’s ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s

23 ecification.

244 FORTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
25 '{F ailure to Provide Copy of Document )
26 78.  Respondent No. 3’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant

27 || to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(3), in that on or about October 24, 2007, it failed to

28 § provide the operator with a copy of the work order as soon as he signed the document.

31
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FORTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Fraud)

80. Res?cndent No. 3’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant

to Code section 9884.7, subdiviéian (a)(4), in that on or about October 24, 2007, it commitied
acts which»ceﬁsﬁtﬁte fraud by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. WB%ES for
the 1994 Tovota Camry without performing a bona fide insgecﬁén of the emission control
devices énd_systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of 'Ca}ifemia of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program. o

| FORTY-SEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Failure to Comply with Code)

81.  Respondent No. 3's registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to

Code section 9884.7, subdivision ¢a)(6), m that on or about October 24, 2007, it.failed to comply--i -

with Code section 9884.9, subdivision (a), by failing to provide the operator with a written
estimated price for parts and Iabor for a specific job. -

FORTY-EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{V i;;iaﬁons of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
82. RespondentNo. 3’s staﬁgﬁ license 13 subject té disciplinary éctisﬁ
p&saagt to Health & Safety Code section 44@?2,2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
October 24, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, it failed to comply with the following

sections of that Ccdé:

a Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 3 failed to determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning

_correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b. Section 44012, subdivision (f): Respondent No. 3 failed to perform
emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44015, subdivision (b}: Respondent No. 3 issued electronic

Certificate of Compliance No. MW137423 for the vehicle without properly testing aﬁé '

i
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inspecting the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section
44012.

d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 3 willfully made false entries for

1l electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137423 by certifying that the vehicle had been

inspected as required when, in fact, it had not. -

FORTY-NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Veliicie I}xsgge&aa Program)

83. Respondent No. 3’s station license is subject to ééssépéiﬁary action
pm"sﬁant;to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, s&bdzvzsmn {c}, in that on or-about

-October 24, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, it fatled to comply with provisions of
. California Gode of Regulations, title 16, as-follows: : -

a. - Section 3340.24, subdivision {c}: Respondent No. 3 falsely or

| fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Csmpﬁaacé E‘;Eﬁ. MW 137423 for the vehicle, in that

the vehicle could not pass the functional portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s ;
ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s specification.

b. Section 3340:35, subdivision. §4c-§: Respondent No. 3 issued electronic
Certificate of Comp}iaﬁce» No. MW137423 for the vehicle even tﬁough the vehicle had not been
inspected in accordance with section 3340.42. ,

c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 3 faﬁa& to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Burean’s sgeeéﬁsaﬁsés.
FIFTIETH CAUSE FOR QESCE’L}NE

{B}Sﬁ{}a&ﬁy, Fraaé or I)eﬁe:t}

- 84. Respondant No. 3’s station hcegse 18 s;z%;ac‘f to éismpimary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in that on or about
October 24, 2007, it committed dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured
by 1ssuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137423 for the 1994 Tcyatia Ca;m—y
without performing a bona fide inspection of the c;aissioﬁ control devices and systems on the

7
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25
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28

vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the
Motor Vehicle Inspection Program. |
FIFTY-FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Viaiai‘ian# of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program}

85.  Respondent Ordonez has sﬁbjectsé his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 440722, subdivision {a), in that on or gbout
October 24, 2&{}’?, regarding the i§94 Toyota Camry, he violated the f{sﬁ;@iﬁg sections of that
Code:

*

a. . Section 44012, subdivision (a}: Respondent Ordonez failed to determine

ﬁi_at all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning

correctly in accordance with test procedures.’

b.

emission cantm} tests on the ve}nc}e n accsrdanca with ;}receémes prescribed by the departments,

c. Secﬁon 4’4832' Responéen’f Ordonez failed to perform tests of the

1 emzssxon control éev:ces and systsms on the vehicle in accordance wﬁﬁ section 44012 of that  .# |
Code.

i Section 44&5?‘ R%g@ndzﬁt wﬁ}ﬁiﬁy entered fa}se mformation for

electronic Cerkﬁcate of Compliance No. MW137423 by certifying that the vehicle had been
! nspected as required when, in fact, it had not.

FIETY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCEPLINE

{}?‘aﬁﬁre to Comply with Regaiaﬁﬁﬁs ?&rsa&ﬁi
o the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

6. R.es?eﬁdant Ordonez has sub;act&d his techmczaa hae@se to d;gclghnar}'
action pursuant to Heﬁ%ﬁyggggfzge sectmn Z%;)?; sn’séiﬁsmﬁ {c} m that on or abem‘
October 24, 2007, regarémg ﬁ;s 1994 Toyota Camry, he violated the following sections of the
California Code of Regﬁlaﬁcﬁs, title 16: |

a. Section 3340.24, snbdivision { c): Respondent Ordonez falsely or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW137423 for the Véln'cle, in that

34




1 || the vehicle cieuié not pass the functional portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s
2 |l ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s specification.
3 ’g, Section 334&39 s&i}ézm;en {a}: R%?Q}}éﬁai Ozdeaez failed to inspect

4 {i and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012,

| c.  Section 3340.41, subdivision (c): Respondent Ordonez entered false

5
6 { information into the EiSzmﬁ by enteﬁng “Pass” for theignition t}mmg portion of the smog test
7

; thﬁ, in fact, the vehicle’s 1gmt}ex} timing was adjusted beyond tﬁe magufacm s specification.
[

i : d Seeti&g 3343 42: Respondent Ordonez failed fo conduct the raqmed

0

£

; smog tests on the vehicle i }}} mgéaase with the Bureau’s specifications.
;

Lo I

1

z
5
|
1|
3
E
|

[—y

(B;sﬁfm&sﬁy, Frssé or I}ece;i}

Imnd

2 87. R&ggndsnk@rdaa%ha&s&h;eeteéhxs technician license to dzsmphﬁa:y o

13 || action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44%?2& szs?ﬁ&%‘zsz&a {d&), mthatonorasbout %

i

14 { October 24, 2007, regarding the }994 Toyota Cmy he committed acts involving dishonesty,
- 154 ﬁaud or deceit whereby aac:ﬁ}ez was injured by issuing electronic S&r&ﬁcaie of Cemgizme No.

, “*‘.‘"wMm-w%;:\;nf LT

}6 MW} 37423 for that vehicle wztheut performing a bona fide mspestwn of the emission gcmtmi '

T —

17 éeﬂc&e and systems on the vehicle, thereby depﬁmg the ?aapis af the State of California of the ~

WERC&?ER f}?m’i‘iﬁﬁ  OCTOBER 31. 2007

i protection afforded by ﬁie Mﬁter Vehicle Inspection Program.
|

20 88, Om Sctf}‘i;sf 33 3{}53? a Bureau undercover {};&szz%g{ using the alias
21 || Robert (“operator”) drove a Bureau-documented 1992 Toyota, California License Plate No.
22 || 4512688, to Respondent No. 3's facility for a smog inspection. The vehicle could not pass a

23 _smag mspecﬁan becmise the veﬁ;c}e $ air suction (“AS”} sys‘iem was m}ssmg The sps;atef

vt‘;u PO S
i . ey R RGN T s TATEE 2T e et L SEETTEESSR L alege S s emS mwv‘—' o reEETTE e

24 j filled mﬁ aﬁé Sigﬁ&é a2 work GFIé{‘E but wasr not provided with a m;;}? of i’%}% é%@msgi

25 || Respondent Ordonez performed the smog mspechﬁn and issneé e}ec&f}mc Certificate of

26 || Compliance No. MW137444, certifying that he had tested and inspected the 1992 Toyotz and
27 || that the vehicle was in compliance with ag}pﬁaa’z;is laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle
28§ W

35
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afferded by the Motor V&hzcie Inspection Program.

could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s AS system
was raissing. A
FIFTY-FOURTH CAUSE FOR DiSCIPLINE
(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

2?. Respondent No. 3’s regisiration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a}(ﬁ), in that on or about October 31, 2007, it made or
authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of reaseaai}ié care it should havé known
to be untrue or misleading by iss&éﬁg electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137444 for
il the 1992 Toyota, certifying that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and
zegu}aésﬁs. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection
becemse {he sfeE}}eie s &S system was missing. | 77

mm C&ESE«E&R-BI&%E&@E
- (Failure to Provide Cepy of Bﬁcmnent )

90.  Respondent No. 3°s registration is subject to dlscxpiinary action ;}m :

| to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(3), in that on or about October 31, 2007, it failed to s »

provide the operatar with a copy of the work order as soon as he signed the document.

. FEFTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Frand)
91. R&spi}z}éeni No. 3’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant

| to Ceée SSCSGQ 9884.7, subdivision (a){4), in that on or about October 31, 2007, it committed

acts which constitute frand by issuing electronic Certiﬁcaie of Compﬁasce No. MW137444 for

| the 1992 Toyota without performing a bona fide inspection of the ermission control devices and

| systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of CaI}farma of the protection

—

FIPTY -SEVENTH CAUSE FOR ﬁISﬁPLm

(Failare to Comply with Cﬁﬁe}
92.  Respondent No. 3's registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to
Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(6), in that on or about October 31, 2007, it failed to comply

—

1A




with Code section 9884.9, subdivision (a), by failing o provide the operator with a written~

oy

estimated price for parts and labor for a specific job.
+ FIFTY-EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
§3.  Respondent No. 3’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
. pmaﬁf to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (), in that on or about
October 31, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, it failed to comply with the following sections of
| that Code: ' |

WO N L s W W

a Section 44012, subdivision {a): g%?{}ﬁéeﬁf No. 3 failed to determine

fmeb
O; ;

“that all emission control devices and systems required by law were mstaﬂeé and fimctioning
correctly in accordance with test procedures. | |

. b Section 44013 subdivision (7: Respondent No. 3 failed toperform.
13 cmisées control tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department #

e
e

14 | c.  Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 3 issued electronic

B , * | R
15 1 Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137444 for the vehicle without properly testing and 5
| ‘ k|

16 {i-inspecting the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Heaith & Safety Code section

17 |:44012. . |
18 ‘ d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 3 willfully made false entries for

IQE electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137444 by cﬁmi’}mg that the vehicle had §}€8§>

20 |} inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.

21 FIFTY-NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

2 (Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
. | to the Motor Vehicle Hispection Program)
23 :
24| 94, Respondent No. 3’ station license is subject to disciplinary action

25 || pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 440722, subdivision {c}), in that on or about

26 || October 31, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, it failed to comply with provisions of California
27 || Code of Regulations, title 16, as follows: | |

2841 ‘ '
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1 é. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent }EQ.- 3 falselyor
2 || fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137444 fof the vehicle, in that
3 {l the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s AS
" 4 | system was missing.
5 b. 7 Section 3340.35, subdivision {c}: Respondent No. 3 issued electronic
6 | Certificate of Compliance No. MW137444 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been
7 || inspected in accordance with section 3340.42. o
8 i c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 3 failed to s§§é§s§ the required smmog
9 | tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bﬁr&’m’s sgﬁciﬁ'csﬁﬁﬁs-
10 | SIXTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
11 (Dishonesty, Frand or %&zﬁ)
12 4 95. R&S?E}E{’zﬂzi No.3’s stz&a& }}sazse is s‘ﬁi}}aci o ézssz;}}maz}’ action
. 13 || pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072 2 sub{hvismn {d,m t%zzt on or about
14 | October 31, 2007, it commitied dishonest, mgﬁz or deceitful acts whereby gﬁgﬁzﬁ is mjured-

i : . : :
15 i by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW137444 for the 1992 Toyota without ~ *

&
B

16 perfénningé bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle,
17 _#r,:ther’eby_ depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor
18 || Vehicle Ins;}ecgea Program.

199 SIX‘I‘Y -FIRST CAUSE FOR BISCE’LINE
20 g ‘ {Violations of the Motor Vehicle insp@zt;ﬁﬂ Program)
21 96. Respondent Ordonez has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

22 |l action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44(072.2, subdivision (a}, in that on or about
23 Qcta&ez 31, 2&6’}' zegarémg the }§§2 E’{;yf}ia, he v;eia‘isé the fegswg;g sections of that Code:

eSS

PES | N - e

24 a S€€§§E aszz, s&i}éis?isgg { 3} Resgsz}ésgi {}z{’;;:sggz faéﬁé to éeimg

I

25 | that all emission Cgﬁi:{ﬁi devices and systems reqmzed by law were mstz&eé and functioning

26 || correctly in acceréaﬁce with test gri}ced‘ares

' 27 b. Section 44012, sabdivision (f): Rﬁi?i}ﬁﬁaﬁi Ordonez failed to perform

28 || emission control tests on the Vehic%e in accordance with procedures prescribed ’ay the department.

- 38
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c.  Section 44032: Respondent Ordonez failed to perform tests of the

emission control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that

d. - Section 44059: Respondent Ordonez entered false information for

electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW 137444 by certifying that the vehicle had been

| inspected as required wizen, in fact, it had not.

SIXTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Fai!?zre to Comply with Eeg&%ﬁ@gsﬁrs&xﬁ
he %fﬁf% ch

mmﬁmii

S7. - RSS?GH&EE{ Ordonez has subjected his techniéian license to disciplinary

i action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (c), in that on or about
{:October 31, 2007, regarding.the 1992 Toyotz, he violated the following sections of the Californias
| Code of Regulations, title 16: '

a Secﬁsaa 334&.243&&&1?&35 {e): Rméeﬁi Ordonez falsely or

&aué:ﬁeﬂﬁy issued eimc Certificate of Cs@izaﬁce No. MW137444 for the vehicle, In ﬁzag =

‘i the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s AS

b. Section 3340.36. sz:héiésiaﬂ {a): Respez}ésﬁ% Ordonez faﬁeé o msgect

and test the Vehgfﬁe m 38{}{}3‘5&336 with Health and Safety Code section 44012,

c. Section 3340.41, subdivisien {¢): Respondent Ordonez eniere& false

information into the EIS "Eﬁii: by entering “Pass” for the visual portion of the smog inspection
when, in fact, the vehicie could not pass the visual portion of the inspection because the vehicle’s

1 AS system was ;ﬁzss;ﬁg,

d. Sectmn 334@.42. Respondent Ordmiez faﬁcﬁ to conduct &e zeqmr@é

| smog tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau's specifications.
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Sm-’fm CAUSE FQR DISCIPL.INE
(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
98. Resgggéégt Ordonez has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision {d}, in that on or about

-Octsbez 31, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he committed acts involving dishonesty, fraud or -

1 deceit whereby another was injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No.

g:

MW 137444 for that vehigle without performing a bona fide inspection of the smission control
devices and systems én the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
_protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

I}N}}ERCSVER OPERATION - E‘iﬁ%ﬁﬁ 5., 2007

9% Om Z‘%avsm%er 5, 2007, a Bureau :méﬁ's:}%fer operator using %ze alias
gLRa}}er_{ {“{a@&;&t&r”} drove agmmsgaé 1995 ngs:z&}s% é;s‘s's Yan, {:m L}m -
‘Plate No. SI\EUBSQZ to Respondent No. 3's facility for a smog ma{:ﬁaﬁ, The vehiciﬁ could nﬁt #
pass a smog inspection because the vehicle’s positive crankcase Ventdatmﬁ {*PCV”"} systemn was ' :
: missmg. The operator filled out and signed a work order 5%}’{ was not ?éviéeé with a copy-of the 5
Il document. Respondent Ordonez pﬁm&é the smog inspection ané issued electronic Cerﬁﬁc'&{éfi
E of Compliance No. MW279311, cemfymg that he had tested and inspected the 1995 Chevrolet |
Astro Van and that the vehicle wasin sam;}ﬁéace with applicable }awé é.‘{}é.
rcguiétians. In fact, the %ehicis could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection
because the vehicle’s PCV system was missing. |
SIXTY-FOURTH éA{ESE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Untrue ér Mis!eédi;zg Statez&eats}

iﬁﬁ. Resgondent No 3 s regsiranon is su‘b;ect io disciplinary action pursuant

ﬂ*}ﬁv*—m . D i s T T R A R T T i T

24
25
26
27

28

to Code section 9384.7 7, subdivision {a)(1), in that on or about November 5, 2007, it made or
' authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonzble care it should have known
to be untrue or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 for

the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, certifying that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws
il

AF%




and regﬂ}atisn%. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual psrt%sz% of the smog
inspection because the vehicle’s PCV system was missing,
| SIXTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Failure to Provide Copy of Document )
1@1. Respondent No. 3’s registration is subject to d;smpimary action pursuani
--to Code section 9884 7, subdivision {a}(3}, in that on or about Nsvem‘ber 5, 2007, it failed to

| provide the operator with a copy of the work m’d&rras soon as he signed the document.

SIXTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Fraud)
102. Resgscmient No. 3’s registraﬁaﬁ is snh}ect to disciplinary action pursuant

to Code section ?SS% 7, S§§E§§§’}S§{}§ {a}{4), in that on or about November 5, 2007, it m}ﬁsé

devices and systems on iée vehicle, thereby éapgmg the People of the State ef Cahfg;ﬁ;a of i%g
g pra‘{acﬁss aﬁeréeé éy the Motor Yeiﬁsie m‘aﬁz} Program.

b acts.which constitute fraud by 1 ismg electronic Certificate of Scfmgiﬁﬁce ?%a; m’}i%?ﬁif{f; nf

the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van without pﬁfamg a bona fide inspection of the emission control-4 3

" OO i

SE{TY-SEVER?& CAUSE Fﬁﬁﬁi&@iﬁiﬁ

{F&i&;& te Comply with ,Ceég}
103. 'Resgaﬁéﬁm‘ No. ¥'s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to

| Code section 9884.7, subdivision {2)(6), in that on or about November 5, 2007, it failed to
| comply with Code section 9884.9, subdivision (a), by failing to provide the operator with a

written estimated price for parts and labor for a specific job.

SIXTY -KIGETH CAUSE FOR I}ISGE’LE%E

(¥ ;6%3%;553 of ﬁze ?rfatar Ve}};eie izzsp&e‘ifaﬁ }*regmm}

B s D ESS o A G st S

;{}4 Respondent No. 3’s S‘ia’é’}{}ﬁ Ezsggss 1s subject to é}&:}ﬁ;ﬁ@ 3{;‘5{@

| pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about

November 5, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, it failed to comply with the
following sections of that Code: ' '

Ly
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1 a Section 44012, s&i}éiﬁéi&a {a}: Respondent No. 3 &ﬁe{i to determine
2 )ihai all emission control éesdcés and systems required by law were installed and fimctioning -
3 || correctly in accordance with test procedures. ‘
4 b. Sefﬁﬁg,ézfﬁi 2, subdivision (f): Respondent Na. 3 failed to perform
54l emission control tests on the vehicle in accordance W_ith procedures prescribed by the és;m@a
6 | e Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 3 issued electronic
7 _§ Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 for the vehicle without properly testing and
8 ‘inspecting thé vehicle to determine if it Was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section
9 § 44012.

* 107 ‘ d  Section4059: Respondent No. 3 willfully made false entrics for
11: electronic Certificate of Cam;;hm No. MW279311 by certifying that the vehicle had been

- 12 , mspeeted as reqmredwhm miact, ﬁ had not. -

| 13| SEXTY-NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIRLINE
“ T
}6"; E{}S R&S?Qﬁéﬁ!ﬁ No. 3’5 station Eiaeﬁse is subject to ézsc}:g}mary af;ézﬁﬁ

IE}_:‘ of California Code of Regulations, title ’i6 as follows:

2(}; / , a Section 3346.24, sabdivision (c): Resggaéeai No. 3 falselyor

- 21 { fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 for the vehicle, in that
22 the vehicie could not paés the wsaai portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV
23,—-: system was IEﬁSSIﬁg

s | i A=-Chig . - o

24 b. SE&‘I!QB 334&35 sgi}ézyzsigs §€}. R&;}{}ﬁéeﬁ? No. 3 Iss&aé electronic

25 Certificate of Cﬁmgizance No. MW279311 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been

26 || inspected in accordance with section 3340.42.

27 _ c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 3 failed to conduct the required smog

28 |l tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.
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November 5, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, he violated the following sections
of that Code:

SEVENTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

106. Respondent No. 3’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 441’3"?22, subdivision {d}, in that on or about
November 5, 28@‘?, it committed dishonest, frandulent SI’ deceitful acts whereby another is
injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 for the 1995 Chevrolet
Astro Van without performing a bﬁna fide inspection of the emission control dévicss and _éysiems
on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of %;e State of California of the protection afforded
by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program. |

‘ _SEYENI'Y-EE{ST CAUSE FQRBISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
107.. Respondent Ordopez has. subjeeteéfhis»ta%haieiaﬁ license to élsmpimazy

action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, sui;élmen {a}, in that on or about

a. Secﬁan 44012, sﬁhdivisifm {a): Res;aeﬁéem Ordonez failed to éetm

.5 that aﬁ emission control devices aﬁésys{smsreqmmé%y}aw were installed and fmctioning
, c{}ﬁecﬁym accordance with iesi;mcm

b, Sectmn 44612, snhcﬁvismn {fi: Respanéeni Ordonez failed to parform

emission control tests on the vehicle in 3{:8625&38 with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 4_4832: Respondent Ordonez failed to perform tests of the

1l emission control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that

Lirant R s

d. Section 44059: Respondent Ordonez wilifully maée false entries for

“electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 by certifying that the vehicle had been

inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.
" ’
i
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SEVENTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Iuspection Program)

108. Respondent Ordonez has subjected his technician license to é:isc@ﬁﬁéry

{l action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section é%—%?ig subdivision {c}, in that on or about

Novembér 5, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, he violated the following sections
of the California Code of Regulations, title 16:
a Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent Ordonez falsely or

| fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MW279311 for the vehicle, in that
| the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of ihe smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCY
' b Seotion-3340:30. subdivision (s): Respondent-Ordonez failed to nspect

and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012,
‘¢ Section 3340.41, subdivision (c): Rmésgl: Ordonez entered false

: Q information into the EIS unit by entering “Pass” for the PCV system when, in fact, the vehicle's

, PCV system was missing.
d Section 3340:42: Respondent Ordonez failed to conduct the required

1 smog tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

SEVENTY-THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

109, Raé?%ﬁfieﬁt Ordonez has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

¥ action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 440722, subdivision (d), in that on or about

Ngvsmber 5 2007, rsga:dmg the 1995 Chmeiat Astm Van. E}ﬁ ccmmzﬁe& acts maivmg

—-«w% :—-» - eyt e, AT O A B i e

éxsﬁeﬁesty fraud or deceit whereby another was injured by issuing glestronic ?jer&ﬁcai‘s of

: Compliance No. W???’.% 11 for that vehicle without performing 2 bona fide ms;zea&a& ofthe

emission control devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of

‘California of the protection afforded by the Motor Yehicle Inspection Program.
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RESPONDENT NO. 4
UNDERCOVER OPERATION - JUNE 26, 2007
110.  Ou June 26, 2007, a Bureau undercover operator using the alias

Il Ron Picard (“operator”} drove a Bureau-documnentsd 1992 Toyota, California License Plate No.

4512688, to Respondent No. 4's facility for a smog égs;}sqiéi}ﬁ, The vehicle could not pass 2

'smog inspection because the vehicle’s air suction (*AS”) system was missing. Respondent
i Schaa% performed the smog insp‘ection; however, Respondent Schaub’s entries 'mtg; the FIS unit

included a “pass” for the visual inspection and a “fail” for the ignition timing, creating a false
and misleading Vehicle Inspection Rﬁgﬁgr!; {(“VIR™}. In fact, the vehicle should not have §a§§e§

the visual ms;;ac‘{zazz because the veim:ie s AS system was missing and ‘{é& vehicle’s iﬁ%ﬁﬁ
] i;mg should not %&*fs failed becanse the vsi}zcie s zgmﬁfm timing was within the

SEYEPETY -FQHREB-QA{?SE FQE DISCIPLINE

{Eﬁi;rge or %igmg Sﬁ%ﬁmﬁs}
i1 E. Respoaéenf: No. 4s regxstraﬁcn is suigec; to disciplinary action m

to Code section §834 7, subdivision {a){lf} in that on or about June 26, 2007, it m&é& or

authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of rsascmabie care it should have knows
to be untrue or :m&?eaémg as fﬁgs:ﬂz;: |

a Respondent No. 4 provided the operator with a VIR that was false and
misleading, in that the VIR provided that the vehicle passed the visual inspection when, in fact,
the vehicle could not have passed the visual inspection because the vehicle’s AS system was
missing, | |

E}, R&E?{}Qééﬁi E\Ea 4 }}i‘ﬁ‘iiéﬁé ﬁ}e s;&erai&r mﬁz a ’\fﬁ{ that was false mé

DT S e e e -

24
25

26
27

28

‘misleading, in that the VIR provided that the. Ve%ncie failed the ﬁmcﬂ@xzal mﬁgﬁ due to the
vehicle’s ignition zzmmg when, in fact, the veﬁ_t_cie s ignition hmmg was within the
manufacturer’s specifications. A

7 |
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1 Sm FIFTH CAUSE FOR I}}S{f&i{ﬁg

2 {V iolations of the Mata;‘ Vehicle Igsggcnes Program)

3 112, Rmsﬁéem‘ No. 4’3 station i}ceﬁse is subject to disciplinary action’

4 || pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision {a}, in that on or about

5 Il June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, it failed to comply with the following sections of that
6 § Code: o

7 a  Section 44012, subdivision (s): RespondentNo. 4 failed to determine

[+ 9}

' that all emission saﬁﬁe;i devices and systams required by law were installed and functioning
9 | correctly in accordance with test gmceézr%

‘ IG » B b. §e€ha§ gﬁizsﬁﬁm:ﬁ {fi Kﬁ&g&ﬁéﬁnﬁ No. zifaﬁsé to pazfc&'m

15 passe&tﬁemﬁmsg&ﬁen%msetﬁeve&cie s AS sys?emwasm}ssmg,

161 - it RespcﬁéaziNG ém}}faﬁymaéefaisseﬁtﬁ&cfﬁrtﬁeﬁfﬁiﬁy

o §
18
.19,

20

21 4

) 22 : 113, R%pezzéagz No.4’s s%a%z{}z; }}z;ezzse is s&‘q;ee% ief é}scz§§§a§¥ action

23 ;}arsaaﬁt t{} gez%& & Safe‘{y C&ée sscizsg %4{}?2 2, s&%éz?zszsﬁ {f:;} in §§}£ on ar 3§€3§§

B 24 .kme 26, Ei}ﬁ? zega;émg ﬁ}e §§§2 ?{}ysia, it faz%eé to samg%y W}ﬁ} provisions ﬁf Caizfi}zﬁza C{}é&
25 Gf Regulations, title 16, section 3340.42 by failing to ceﬁéﬁci ihe required smog tests on the
26 | vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

27| il
28 i
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SEVENTY-SEVENTH CAUSE F{}R DISCIPLINE
(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
114. Respondent No. 4’s station Eisegsg is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in that on or about

| June 26, 2007, it committed dishonest, frapdulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured,

thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor

Vehicle kspecﬁsn ?rsgram, as follows:

. a Respondent Ns 4 {:fes%eé a VIR that was false Eﬁ§ ﬁ}}s}eaéﬁ}g, in that %é%

, | VIR provided that the vehicle passed the visual inspection when, in %zt, the vehicle could not

have passed the visual inspection becanse the vehicle’s AS system was missing.
b.  Respondent No. 4 created a VIR that was false and misleading, in that the

VIR provided that the vehicle failed the finctional inspestion due to the-vehicle’s ignition timing.

when, in fact, the vehicle’s igaiﬁag timing was within the manufacturer’s specifications. : 1
} SEW—EIGETE ﬁAﬁSE FOR ﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ |

(Vi g}m of the Motor Vehicle Eﬁsmg Pmm}
115. Respondent Ss?zai:é} has ssb;mtgé Egs tmf:;& ticense to disciplinary 7
-action pursuant to Health and Safety Code mon 44072.2, subdivision (g}, in that on or about ‘

- June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he sszséai&é the following sections of that Code:

|
|

a. . Section 44012, subdivision(a): R&S?Gﬁémi Schaub failed to determine
that all emission control devices and systemsraqzmszi by Iaw were installed and ﬁmcﬁéﬁing
correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b..  Section 44012, snbdivision (f}: Respondent Schaub failed to perform

emission control tests on thg th;cia m asge:éagce mth g;e@:ézzrgs prescribed by &e degartmmt.

e IR T T TR S A et f el R =Y

. Sedmn 44032: Resg:méeni Schaub failed to perform tests ﬁf the

emission control devices aﬁé systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that
Code.

i
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1 4. Section 44059;:

24 | i, Respondent Schaub willfully made false entries for the VIR by
3 Il indicating the vehicle passed the visual igs;}eétisg when, in fact, the vehicle could not have

;;as§ed the visual inspection because the vehicle’s AS system was missmg

i, Respsz}dem Schaub willfully made false mx forthe VIR by

: indicating the vehicle failed the functional portion of the inspection: due to the vehicle’s ignition
timing when, in fact, the vehicle’s ignition iming was Wiﬁ:tin the manufacturer’s specificabions.
SEVENTY- m CAESE F&E_mm

116. Respondent Schaub has subjected his technician license to discipfinary
-aehion: ;322{5&3;3& to Health and-Safety.€ode section 44072.2, -»subéiwisien {c),-in that on.ox-about - ..

13 % June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he violated the fsﬁsmg sections of the {Zaéifs}ﬁia .
i
14 || Code of Regulatians, title 16: |
15 % _a Sectfﬁﬁ 33_%&33 snbdivisie& (a): Respondent Sehaa’i} failed o msgec%

ﬁ“?.‘w“ﬂv.'ﬁ" S

16 f and test the vehicle in accordance mgeaéié and Safa‘:g Code section 44012,

1744 b, Section 334041, subdivision (c)
18 § ) i Rﬁpﬁn&em Schaub entered false mfc}fma‘mm into the EIS umnit by
I9 entmng “Pass” for the visual portion of the smog test when, in faat, ﬁ}g vehicle’s AS system was
20 missing.
21 i i. Respondent Schaub entered false information into the EIS unit by
22 | entering “Fail” for the function portion of the smog test due to the vehicle’s ignition timing
2:23& | wﬁen, in fact, the veh}cie ] gﬁiﬁ 1 timing was within the manufagi:u:er s specifications.
| 24 C. Saci}e}a 334@ gé%;;::;ﬁéeﬁt Sa;h;ﬁ;}}aﬁaé o wﬁd;?&geé Smog

25 |f tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.
26 § /it
2?5 H

I
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EIGHTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
- {Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceif}
117. Respondent Schaub has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

| action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in that on or about

June 26, 2007, regarding the 1992 Toyota, he committed acts involving dishonesty, fraud or
deceit whereby another was injured, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the

| protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program, as follows:

a Respondent Schaub created 2 VIR that was false and misleading, in that

‘the VIR provided that the vehicle gmsseéﬁ}e visual inspection when, in fac‘i, the vehicle could not 7
have passed the visual msg&cﬁan because the vehicle’s AS system was mzssmg.

b. gmm&mmg@&gw&mm@m@gg@

| the VIR provided that the vehicle failed the functional inspection due to the vehicle's ignition- -
timing when, in fact, the vehicle’s igmliis}g timing was within the manufacturer’s s§§cjﬁcaﬁsg& :

UNBERCOVER OPERATION - JUNE 27. 299’?

118. Om I;mﬁ 27,2607, 2 Bm‘ea:l undercover @gﬁaiez using the alids L

»:Beé Strom (“operator”) drove a Bureau-documented 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, Californmia
cheﬁse Plate No. 3NUDS0Z; to Respondent No. 4's facility for 2 smog inspection. The vehicle

: could not passa émag inspection ‘becaﬁée the vehicle’s PCV systern was m:;ssmg Respondent
Topcu performed the smog inspection and issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No.

| MS578192, certifying that he had tested and inspected the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van and that the
’ vehicle was in compliance with apphcable laws and mggﬁéﬁgﬁs. In fact, the vehicle a&aﬁd;;@t
have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV system was

TR P

gg;m FIRS}’ {l&i}Sﬁ ?QR }}}S%ZEELEEE

{{}ﬁ‘iﬁi& or %&;ﬁi’&s&gg &iﬁ%&i{zﬁgg}
11S. Respondent No. 4's registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision {2)}{(1}, in that on or sbout hime 27, 2007, it made or

| authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonable care it should have known

49




to be untrue or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS578192 for the
1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, certifying that the vehicle was in complhiance with applicable laws
and regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog

inspection because the vehicle’s PCV system was missing.

EIGHTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Fraud)
120. Respondent No. 4’s registration is subject to disciplinary &ﬁsgvgmi

| to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (2)(4), in that on or about June 27, 2007, it committed acts

| 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control
| devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the ?eepié of the State of Califormia of the

EK;ETY ’_@RB €§§S§F§%§I§€§m

(Vv §§§3§§§§ of the'Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
121. Respondent No. 4’s station license is subject to disciplinary action =

.pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (z), in that on or about :
| Tume 27, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, it failed to comply with the following

a. - Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 4 failed to determine

| that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functiomng
_ {;s}rrecﬁyr in accordance with fest procedures.

b.  Section 44012, subdivision (f): Respondent No. 4 failed to perform

msszea control tests on ﬁia vehicle in mréaass W{i& mm m%&é by the éegmgg; .

- Falbesi st 2o N
E S s et € ol dnd . - ﬁ_‘“,“‘ .

c. Section 44015, subdivision {§} Respondent No. 4 issued electronmic

Certificate of Compliance No. MS578192 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting

the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012
o

H
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d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 4 willfully made false entries for

electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS578192 by certifying that the vehicle had been
inspected as required when, §3 faai, it had not.
Eif%gi'}? -FQ&&TE CAUSE FﬁR DISCIPLINE

PR Ly
122, Respondent No. 4’s station Heense is subject to disciplinary action
| pursnant to Health & é;afaa:y Code section 43072.2, subdivision (¢}, in that on or about
| June 27, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, it failed to sﬁaép}ff with provisions of
' Cahforma Code of Regﬂaﬁons tsﬂe 16, as follows:
2 Sezﬁaﬁ?ﬁé&&é sabdivision {c¥: Rspeﬁémiﬁe 4 faisety or

ﬁ:aﬁén}@ﬂy ;ssasé sisszzemg C&t{égaiﬁ of Complianee N, MS578192 for iﬁ&?ﬁi};ﬁiﬁ, in ﬁ:;ai;
| the vehicle could not pass the vzszzai gerﬁaﬁ of the smog msgesﬁﬁg m féze ’gséz;ﬁﬁe sPCYV ¢
| systern was missing. ' |
b. Section 33#&.35@3&&?&&@# {c): Respondent No. 4 issued electronic

&
&
k33

Certiﬁczie of Compliance No. MS578192 for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been
inspected in accordance wﬁﬁ section 3340 42. | |

c.  Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 4 failed to conduct the required smog
| tests on the vehicle i accordance with the Bureau’s speciﬁs%ﬁgas. )
EIGHTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISEIPLINE

{Dishonesty, Frand or %eeeﬁ}
123.  Respondent No. 4’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
| ~ﬁrsnazft to Heaith & Safety Code secheﬁ 44@72 2 subd;vxsma {d} in t‘aat on or ab@ﬁi

BT e s A\a‘—m.»—__x:»n ~me

24 }Lme 27,2007, it committed ézsizﬁzzss‘{, f:aﬁégésg? or éece;‘ifa} acts %%ﬁf&%}y aﬁsﬁier is m;m’ecf by

25 i 1ssnmg electronic Certificate c:tf Compliance No. MS578192 for the E§9§ Chevrolet Astra Van
- 26 || without performing 2 bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the
27

28

vehicle; thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the

\

Motor Vehicle Inspection Program,

L




t Cahfgrma Cg}zls of Revulaﬁens tu:la 16

EIGHTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
124 Rﬁspéﬁﬁent Topeu has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
June 27, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, he violated the following sections of that

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Topcu failed to determine

| that all emission control égsééﬁ and systems required by law were installed and functioning

| electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS578192 by cartfying that the vehicle had been - -

mspected as required when, in fact, ﬁhaé not.

Eimm C&ﬁgﬁ FOR }}ESCE?%EE

{Ftﬁ %e i&&tér gieﬁk?@éﬁ& Program)

125. Respondent Topcu has subjected his techmician Eicsﬁse to disciphinary

| action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision {c}, in that on or sbout
| Fune 27, 2007, regarding the 1995 Chevrolet Astro Van, he violated the following sections of the

.

Sgﬁtﬁm 335%3& s&iﬁﬁﬁsﬁ&z c): R@ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ% ’E’m fa%ss%;y or

fraudulently issued e}ectrsmc Cer%iﬁcate of Compliance No. MS§578192 for the vehicle, in that

the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection 'aecaﬁée-the vehicle’s PCY

_system was zéissing.

-

s




1 b Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): R&s;ﬁaésﬁ% Topcu failed to inspect
and test the vehicle in accordance %‘1‘{% Health and Safety Code sssggg 44012,

S

c. Sacﬁz&g 334&41 sui}ziﬂ?lsma {ch: Resgagéaat Topcu entered false

3
4 § information into the EIS unit by agtezizzg “Pass” fsr the PCV systern when; in fact, the vehicle’s

i PCV system was missing.

d. Section 334832 : Réép{;ﬁéeﬁi Topcu failed to conduct the raqugaé SmOoE
tests on the vehicle in aésf}réa}se with the Bureau’s specifications. |
EIGHTY-EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dishonesty, Fraud gr:ﬁézéeit}
126. R&:gegéem Topcu has s&b;ectaé his technician license to c‘nscxpimary
'aﬁtzi}s pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 440722, S%i%éi‘s'}&i%’i} {4), in that. on or about

I-June 27,2007, regardi

; the. 1??} Chevrolet Astro Van, he cemﬁeéac*ts m@img;@igﬁsmm
“frand or deceit whereby &e&h&r was injured by issuing aiaca'sg:c {:ﬁ&ﬁﬁ&iﬁ of C{}zﬁgzm No.
MSS’;’ 8}92 for that vehicle without performing 2 bona fide inspection of the emission control”
devices and systems on the ?éhi;:ie, thereby depriving the People of the State of Califomia of the::
: .?protectmn afforded by the Mﬁ‘{ar Veﬁicie Inspecﬁsa Program. |

» ¥}§§}E§€§¥£§ §§£X§'}T§€¥§ E}L}’ 2§, 2&%’?
127. On E‘iéy 26, 2007, 333}{@2} %éﬁ{;{}?g mgsmg the 3};33
Bob Strom (“operator”) drove a Burcau-documented 1996 Ford Explorer, California &m
| Plate No. 3?’23%&{}%, to R&:g{gzéeﬁ% No. 4% %ﬁﬁy fora smf}g inspection. The ?&é}ﬁiﬁ could not
21 ‘pass a smog inspection because the ¥e§§;§5’s PCV system was missing. R§§§§§§§i Phelps
22 p&rfﬂrmed the smog inspection and issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS560251,

23 ' cemfymg that he haé tested and inspected ﬁlﬁ 1996 Ford Explorer ané thai the ve}mﬁe was in

- - »«-.4_*3-«-@«-}-“—:” SRS ey - e T e

24 aem}}ﬁanse sﬁﬁz_ 3;3;}1&3331& faws and ;ﬂgzﬁaizggs In fact, )?.he ?egﬁe cmﬁé not Ezam: gassaé ﬁzﬁ
251 visual portion of the smog 'msger:ﬁﬁﬁ because the vehicle’s PCV system was missing.

26 4 i

27 ¢ i

28 4 i/




1 " EIGHTY-NINTH CAUSE FGR i}iﬁﬁi?m’g

2 (Untrue or Misleading Statements)

3 128. Respondent No. 4’s registration is sa%jaai to disciplinary action pursuant
4§ to Code section 9884.7, ﬁ&é&?ﬁé{}g {a){1)}, in that on or about July 26, 2007, it made or

1‘& be untrue or zz;;s%eaéfﬁg %y issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS960291 for the
| 1996 Ford Explorer, caz%i}ﬁgg that the vehicle was in s&mgm ?ﬁﬁz applicable laws and
regulations. In faci, the ?ehzcie could not have passed the visual portion of the smog mspection

because the vehicle’s ?C? system was IHISSIU&

NINETIETH CAUSE FOR BISCIPL INE
{Fraad) .
- 125 R&@eﬁéﬁﬁi E\fﬁ 4’s rggzska’a&g is sgé_;eci to ézsg.%}m&zy action

TR g

e e

to Code section §SS§ 7, sabémeﬁ {a}{é} mn &a‘é on or about Eﬁiy 26,2007, 1t cemm;ﬁﬁé acts
which constitute fraud by m&g electronic Certificate of Compﬁance No. MS%QZ?E for fég

' 1596 Ford Explorer mfﬁaﬁf ;}grfermmg a bona fide msgectmn of the emission- eagzzei éms&g |
@é systems on the ¥3§;§§5, ﬁ%ﬂ!ﬁ?}'é&?ﬁ?fﬁg ‘i&e People of the State of ﬁaﬁfgmla of the

}? ;}mtecﬁﬁﬁ afforded by the éei%tgr X’e?ssis M&ﬁ ?mgrm -

‘ m F}L&S'f CAUSE ?f}g }}mm

{%%}izﬁz}ﬁs of 1 iﬁe Motor ?eﬁ;cie insp&ﬁaa Program)
130. Rﬁgﬂ}ﬁé@ﬂ% 0. 4s station licemse is subject to disciplinary action
| pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 440722, subdivision (2), in that on or about
July 26, 2007, regaréﬁig the 1996 Ford Explorer, it iaﬁed to comply with the §é}§{}¥i‘§§i§ sections
of that Code:

R e,

a. Rm&eﬁi E‘m 4 fa.ﬁeci w© ésm:}g

25 |}t that all emission control éa?zs% &§§ systems required by law were installed and functioning
26 i correctly in accordance W}'t%; %és% ?{%Eéﬁfés

27 ' b. Segﬁgaﬁéﬁig subdivision §§§ Respondent No. 4 failed to perform

28 | emission control tests on the vefmsie in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

<a




1 . : c. Section 44015, subdivision (b}: Respondent No. 4 issued eiectronic

2 {| Certificate of Compliance No. M5566251 for the vehicie without properly testing and mspecting
3 §f the vehicle to determine if it was in ssmhm with- E&e}é & Safety Code section 44017
4 d. Sec&&g @3513 Eespondent No. 4 willfully made false entries for

5 || electronic Certificate Gf {Eemghaﬁca No. MS860251 by cerhzymg that the vehicle had been

-

6 ms?&ctaéasmaé%é‘;@,m%s{,ﬁé&éﬁﬁ

71 | mmsggsﬁ}} CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
3
10 . I31. Respondent No. 4’s station license is subject to disciplinary action

11 -pursuant to Health & Saf&tg Code-section 44072.2, subdivision (e}, in that on or 3§3§§

- zsg b Section 334035, subdivision () Respondent No. 4 issued electronic
19 Csﬁ;ﬁz:aiz of Compliance No. §§S§5§2§§ for the vehicle even though the vehicle had not been
20 msp«eetsé m aga&:éagsg with 3&&%&}} 334042, ‘

21 : ‘ c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 4 failed to conduct the reguired smog.

22 || tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

23, iy s .
24 (Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
25 | 132. Respondent No. 4’s station license is sabject to disciplinary action

26 ‘ pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072 2, subdivision (d}, in that on or gbout
27 { July 26, 2007, ﬁmﬁe& dishonest, fraudulent or decertful acts whereby another is infured by
28 | issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS960291 for the 1996 Ford Explorer without

55




1 {| performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle,
thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor
Vehicle Inspection Program. . . '

NINETY-FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
133. Respondent Phelps has subjected his technician Lcense to disciplinary

| action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (g}, in that on or about
| July 26, 2007, regarding the 1996 Ford Explorer, he violated the following sections of that Code:

MO o0 ~J (o3 LA B W %]

a. Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent Phelps failed to determine

10 || that all emission control devices and systerms required by law were installed and fimctioning
- coﬁecﬁymmréazcam&%ﬁ%;}mcm '
h. Eﬁﬁﬁ§ ééi}}% sahéa&szﬁn &: Resgemieat Phelps failed to- gﬁ'ﬁ:»rm

ermission control tests on the vehicle in m;é&gé with procedures gz&zﬁzeﬁ by the éﬁ;ﬁﬁzﬁﬁi
c. See&szi 44&32- g@eﬁéeat Phelps failed to §§f§?§§ tests of the emission

d.  Section 44059: Respﬁn&erﬁ Phelps ‘vwﬁﬁzﬁy made false entries for

| clectromic Certificate of Compliance No. MS960291 by certifying that the vehicle had been
msgecieé asraquzreéwhe}},mfac‘i,ﬁéaézm

19 m FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
20 (Failure to €§m§¥y with Regulations Parsaant
' to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
21 4 :
22 } 134. Respondent Phelps has subjected his technician license to égsg;;}m

- L e TR < e

511%3; 26, 2007, regaémg &ﬁ 1996 Ford E};§§{}§§f i}» ﬁﬁ%&%&é the f{}ﬁg%zgg sac%g}gg ;:si iézs
| California Code Qf Regulations, title 16

a. Ses:izﬁg 3340.24, subdivision (¢}: Respondent Phelps falselv or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MS$60251 for the Ve}}ic}e, in that

it | ,

s&




1

2
3
4

5
)
7
8
9

10

i

5

17 §

the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV
system Was Imissing. |

b.  Section 3346.30, subdivision (a): = Respondent Phelps failed to inspect

and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012.
c. Section 3340.41, subdivision (¢): Respondent Phelps entered false

infermation into the EIS umit by entering “Pass” for the PCV system when, in fact, the vehicle’s

I PCV system was missing.

d. Seetion 3340.42: Respondent Phelps failed to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in &ssi}}:éaﬁss with the Bureau’s specifications.

mﬁm CAUSE Fi}ﬁ %mm
| {B}&k%&ty, F;sgé or M}

20
21
22
23]

24

25
26
27

28

is‘f

194

g{;ﬁ&:&ﬁg afforded by the Motor Yﬁ%iﬁie Iaspec‘ﬁﬁzz Program.
UNDERCOVER GPERATION - JULY 27. 2007

136. On July 27, 2007, a-Bureau undercover operator using the aliag
Bob Strom (“operator”} drove a Bureau-documented 1996 Ford Explorer, California License
Piaig No. 3PZE6D(, to Re@séeﬁs E‘%{} 5 s facility fi}r a smog. msg&simﬁ. ‘The Vﬁiﬁcie csﬁié not

—:.—-\4:\—\_._«_ 5 TTE St RS e T T T ST R PR - P

...... S

pass a smog inspection because the ?&%{ﬁe s PCV system was missing. Respondent ?é;?m

-performed the smog inspection and issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU037023,

certifying that he had tested and inspected the 1996 Ford Explorer and that the vehicle was in
compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the
visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s PCV gystem was missing.
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1 ‘ NINETY-SEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

2 ’ (Untrue or Misleading Sisteée#ts}

3 137. Respondent No. 5’s registration is s&&ja&t to disciplinary action pursuant

E to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1}, in that on or about July 27,2007, itmadeor
authorized statements which it knew orin the ﬁ:éﬁ::'ge i:sf reasonshle care it shéﬁid have known
to be untrue or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU037023 for
| the 1996 Ford Explorer, certifying that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and
f regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the visual portion of the smog inspection
Il because the vehicle’s ?{fif system was missing. A

m-ﬁﬁﬁ’fﬁ ﬁz?s}:ESE Fﬁﬁﬁiﬁi’m

{Frzﬁé}
Ne. S’sregzstrat;en s sajiest tod wgimzzy actze&g}gs&ani

e S SsSTTs

: - 138, I
to Code section 9884.7, subéwzszan {a¥4}, in that on or abeui I}}iy 27, Zﬁﬁ? it committed acts

, ~: 1996 Ford Explorer without perfﬁnﬁmg a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices
and systems on the veiszclie ﬁ}sreﬁy depriving the ?&gie of ﬁze State of i?a‘iﬁ%rma gf the , 7
?ﬁmgﬁ afforded %3} the %&5&3; ?s%%ség Inspection m

mﬁm CAUSE Fﬁﬁ BESQE?LE’%E

(vi ss%sgéss of the Motor Vehicle Inspe ‘f‘; ion Pr@;mg}

139, i%as;seﬁé@% No. 5’s station license is ﬁé}e&i to mm action
pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072 .2, subdivision (2}, in that on or about

TR N ST T e - B T T T

'a }2 ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁ {31 Rmﬁéeﬁ% No. 5 faﬁeé to éﬁmﬁ

|l that all emission control c‘iev:cas aﬁé'sysiﬁms regua:aé by law were msiaiieé and functioning

4 correctly in accordance with test ;;s}agém:as

b. Secizf}a fiéiﬁl subdivision (f): Respondent No. 5 failed to ;}erf{zzm

emission coniro] tests on %és ¥s§}£§e in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.
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c. Section 44015, s;ihﬁivisiﬁﬁ {b} Respondent No. 5 issued electromic
Certificate of Compliance No. MU037023 for the vehicle without properly testing and inspecting

(2]

| the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health & Safety Code section 44012.
d. Secimn 44059: Respondent No. 5 willfully made false entries for

"V‘ msi}ﬁﬁieé as raqms:aé‘&?%eﬁ, in fact, ziﬁaéget.
. Q?EE MRE}}TE CAUSE Fi ﬁR ﬁiSﬁi?m’E

{Fﬁt}ﬁr& tqg Comply az;ﬁz

2
3
4 i

2 electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU037023 by certifying that the vehicle had been
6
7

9 Motor Véhicle Inspectiot

14_‘ a Sﬂ‘&ﬁﬁ 3340.24, sahéﬁmisz R%;x;aé@i%& 5 falsely or

15; ﬁ'aaéa}sﬁgy zssaad electronic Certificate sf Compliance No. MUO37 Q23 for the ‘gshlcia, in tha‘é '
_ 155 :}3& V&Egaie could not pass the visual partion of the smog inspection because the ?f_%}z%& s PCV

ZG ’ ms;}ecisé in accordance with s&m}g 334042

21 _ : c. Seaﬁ&a 3340.42: Respondent No. 5 failed to conduct the required smog

22 ) tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s sgac;ﬁcaﬁass-

B ONE HUNDRED FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
24 1) B {B!S}}f}ﬁ%i?, Fraaé er Qece;i}
25 ] 141.- Respondent No. S s station i;cease is subject to disciplmary action

26 §8§S§3§§ to Health & Safety Cééz: section 44072.2, subdivision {d}, in that on or about
27 }niy 27, 2007, it commutted tﬁsfﬁﬁﬁ&si fraudulent or decettful acts whereby another 1s injured by

28" zssmg electranic Certificate of Compliance No. MU037023 for the 1996 Ford Explorer without
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| performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle,

[ 3

thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor

(SN ]

(¥}

| Vehicle Inspection Program.
ONE FUNDRED SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

+

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection ?mgrgm}'
| 142. Respondent Topcu has subjected his technician license to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health and Safe;:y Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about
: July 27, 2007, regarding the 1996 Ford Explorer, he violated the following sections of that Code:
. a Section 4;;%}3, s§§}§i¥’§i§§ {a): g@é@ Topeu failed to determine

O e M o

1{} that all emission control d&mc&s aﬂésystamsrﬁqaﬁeé‘ﬁyiaw were msizﬁaéané ﬁmﬁt}mg

z&; 4 smg@ Rﬁgﬁﬁéﬁﬁi?ﬁgﬁawﬁf&?ﬁyeﬁmﬁkﬁmﬁmﬁaﬁfﬁr

i’? e}eqtmmc Certificate of Cmme No. MU037023 by sﬁﬁf}mg é&i &e vehicle é&é i}eeg
i&; inspected as-required when, in fact, it had not. J

20 z T
2t 7
22 143, Respondent Topcu has subjected his %%céz;éai&g License g;} éiseig}ﬁﬁazy .

»23 if achen  pursuant to Heaith and Safei}' Ceée section 44@’?2 subévzszag {c} in ii}at on or about

T A T

e g - R R T TRy AT A it

[<3"




1 | the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because the vehidle’s PCV

N

system was missing,

b. Section 3340.30. subdivision (a}: Respondent Topcu failed to inspect
and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012,
c. Section 3340141, subdivision{e): Respondent Topcu entered false

it

information into the EIS unit by entering “Pass” for the PCV sgstezg when, in fact, the vehicle’s

PCV system was missing.

d Section 3346.42: Respondent Topcu failed to conduct the required smog

= B e T A S R N %

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s sge&ﬁsaggg&

144, Resgsﬁéent Tﬁge&has szzh;eated»hzs techmczaﬁ Emeﬁse to ézssg}imary

action pursuant to Health and Safety Coée section 44072. 2 sa%;&’ﬁszaﬁ {d), m that on or about

; ké}; 27, 2&}? ;&gmg i’gg 1996 Ford E§§§§;§: he committed acls ﬁ?é%?ﬁg é§s§§§§%} frand
er deceit Whereby aasﬁze; was injured 1}}{ me electronic Csmﬁsats of €G§I§§}§§$€ Nos o
W{}E?i}zi? for that Vfﬁ}zﬁe wzﬁiﬁﬁ% gerfﬁmmg abona fide i msgef:tmn of ﬁze msﬁ mi
é&%’iﬁ% and sy‘s‘{ags on the vehicle, &ﬁ&b}* é%ﬁ?‘iﬁg ‘é}e ?e@@% of the S‘{z‘ie of {la‘ﬁfm of the
' gmtacﬁﬁg afforded by the Motor ?ﬁigzia mgg ?mgm,

WERQGYER Q;I’ERATIQE‘F AﬁgﬁS’f 2. 2@9’!

145. Om %ﬁggs% 2, Ei}i}? at g‘ﬁ%&& undercover operator using the alias
t JoeR. Wong (Moperator i drove a Bmem—émanieé 1992 {}iﬁsmﬁisﬁe Bravada, California
i License Plate No. SWGW652, to Respondent No. 5's facility for a smog mﬁﬁﬁ. Thﬁ vehicle

' ccnid not passa &n@g msgecﬁan Egcanse of the veﬁxcie s mm—ﬁmcmmai axﬁ&st gas

mmhaﬁ {“ESR”} 5}’5‘;@ Rasgegéegi TQ§£:§I gsrfs:srmﬁé ﬁ';s smo g msg&:ﬁfm azzé issgeé

I eiectromc Cerizﬁsate of Compliance No. MU098289, certifying that he had tested and inspected
fﬁe 1992 Oldsmobile Bravada and that the vehicle was in ﬁé‘fﬁgﬁiﬁ&a with applicable laws and
gegmgg{g;s In fa;:i,ﬁ;s vehicle could not have passed the functional portion of the smog

.v ‘inépeéﬁcn because of the vehicle’s non-functional EGR. systam,

1




o ~1 N

9

£

10

11

12§

13

14

15

17
18 .
19
20

21
22
23

@

24
25
26

27

28

16

B :

ONE HUNDRED FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{Untrue or Misleading Statements) |
146. Respondent No. 5’s registration is subject to disciplinary action pursuant
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision {a}{é ), in that on or about August 2, 2007, it made or
gg{f&%}ézeé statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonable care it should have known

io be untrue or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of Complance No. MU0%98285% for

and regulations. In f&si‘, the vehicle could not have passed the fimctional portion of the smog
inspection because of the vehicle’s non-functional EGR system.

ONE HUNDRED SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Fraud
|
to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in that on or about August 2, 2007, it committed acts
which constitute frand by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MUO98289 for the
1992 Oldsmobile Bravada without performing a bana fide inspection of the emission controk
_devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the Sﬁie» of Califorma of the
- protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program. .

ONE HUNDRED SEVENFH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
~ (Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
148. Respondent No. 5’s station license is subject to disciplinary action
§ursuan§ to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision {2}, in that on or about
August 2, 2007, regarding the 1992 Oldsmobile Bravada, it failed to comply with the following

sections of that ' :
h.2 Code

a  Section 44012, subdivision (a): Respondent No. 5 failed to determine
that all emission control devices and systems required by law were installed and functioning
correctly in accordance with test procedures.

b. Section 44412, subdivision (f}: Respondent No. 3 failed to perform

emission control tests on the vehicie in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

4

the 1992 Oldsmobile Bravada, certifying that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws

147. Respondent No. 5’s registration s subject to disciplinary action pm -

“lbroos



1 c.  Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 5 issued electronic

2 & Certificate of Cﬁ@ﬁagsé No. MUGS8Z89 for the vehicle %’éﬁ%&é‘i properly testing and mnspecting
3 | the vehicle to determine if %%was in compliance Wﬁﬁ Health & Safety Code section 44012

d. Ses:ﬁsé 44059: Respondent No. § willfully made false entries for

electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MUI098289 by certifying that the vehicle had been

ONE m}?EB EIGHTH CAUSE EOR DISCIPLINE

4
5
-6 inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.
7
8
9

}8 b. Section 334{?35 s&&ézm&g {e}: Rssg@aé%& Ne. 5 issued gims
19 _ Ceféﬁﬁa‘is of Compliance No. MUQ98289 for the vehicle even Eﬁaﬁgﬁ the vehicle had not m

i
|
i
{

- inspected in accordance with section 3340.42.

21 | & Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 5 failed to conduct the required smog
22 tests on the vehicle in accordance with the S&ﬁ&}fﬁ specifications. 7'

23& £}§E EE?&}RE}} m&%&’&ﬁ gi}R 7§}§§Cﬁ? :
24 § | {i}sﬁgggsi?? F{:&gé or &eﬁ&} -
25§ ' 156, Rﬁsgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf No. s station license is subiect to disciplinary acticn

26 "_ pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072 .2, subdivision {d}, in that on or shout
27 August 2. 2@@?, i i{}m:é&é dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby am'.)thm' is injured
8 || by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No. MU098289 for the 1992 Oldsmobile

I .

A2

)
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e . R

1 } Bravada without mrﬁzézg a bona fide inspection of the emission contro! devices and sysiems
an the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded
by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program. '

ONE HUNDRED TENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

2
3
4
5 _ (Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program) -
6 151. Respondent Topcn has subjected his technician license to disciphinary

7 || action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that on or about

8 | August 2, 2007, regarding the 1992 Oldsmobile Bravada, he violated the following sections of -
9 § that Code:

10§ 4 a.; ’Seetz&g ééi}}?, sskéwﬁ}ss {ay: ?ﬁs?s}ﬁéﬁg{ Topeu failed to §m§

11 { that all emission control émggs agé sysiems required by law were installed and ﬁm{;ﬁgﬁmg
. mx&ﬁyma@m%&iﬁm .

, _ gﬁ?ﬁﬁéﬁf ?ﬁ;ﬁ*& faﬁeé to ?ﬁf{&'ﬁ}
m&‘@g control tests on the ¥a§s}s in accordance %ﬁ%gmgsdggs prescribed by f;&s éegm

b

iéﬁ&z Respondent Topen failed to g@mm of @i aission |

16 cs;;iks% devices @és}m i}zzéa?@éama{:mmmﬁzéé{%z §§§§2§€§§§
17|

é, Secfma fiéﬁS? Respondent Topeu mﬁﬁﬁi} asie;eé faise mfemza%zezz for
18 1 “electronic Cerﬁﬁcafe of Smﬁaace No. MUU9EZES by cerifving tﬁai: ﬁ}e veﬁzcis Ezaé ‘z;eeﬁ '
19 E inspected as required when, in fact, it had not.

20 ONE H{FN}}‘RE}} EIEVENI’E CAUSE F%R B?SC??LE?E

21 {Faﬁnm fe Comply wx& ﬁegam ?&rsnani
: tothe Motor Vehicle 18
22 -
23 152 Resgsﬁésﬁi Topcu has sa'ﬁ;sstaé his ‘fsc}}mﬁ@ license to m}mm

24 aatzsg §§:§§3§§ 2} Bea’i& &Eé Safety Code section 44072, 2, s&ééﬁasmﬁ i'z §, n : that om or ai@zzi
.25 | Aagusi 2, 2007 yega:émg the 1992 Oldsmobile Bravada, he v;ai:aieé the %ﬁmg sections of
26 || the California Code of g&gﬁ&%ﬁg fitle 16:

27 | a Seeisi}gé%i},z% subdivision (¢}: Respondent Topeu falsely or

28 || fraudulently issued siectzams:: Certificate of Caﬁz;s}iaﬁse No. MU098289 for the vehicle, in that

64
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f—y

the vehicle could not pass the visual portion of the smog inspection because of the vehicie’s non-
functional EGR system.

b. Section 3340.30. subdivision {a}: Respondent Topeu failed to inspect
and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 44012,
c Section 3346.41, subdivision {c): Respondent Topcu entered false

information into the EIS unit by entering “Pass” for the fanctional inspection of the EGR system
when, in fact, that system was non-functional. ’
& Section 3346.42: Respondent Topcu failed to conduct the required smog

N R e I ~. T V. T -V WL R %

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.
ONE EEEEBRE}} TWELFTH CAUSE FOR }}}SCEFL}EE

o
e

11 ' {§§§§§§i§, Frand or Deceif}

2. 153 R@Gﬁéﬁ}: Topeu has subjested his teshnisian license to mm
13 || action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (), ix that on o5 about
14 | August 2, 2007, regarding the 199i Oldsmobile B;aéad;g he commitied acts involving

15 dishonesty, frand or é&eﬁ whereby another was injured by issuing electronic Sﬁ:ﬁﬁgg{gg{

16 g Cﬁmpﬁaﬁﬁe No. MUUS8283 for that vehicle without performing a bona fide 1 mi}ﬁ 5? the

17 § emission control devices and systems on §§}§¥§3}§2§, thereby depriving the Peopleof the Sis%s of '

18 | California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection ?sggszgz

i9 4 URDERCOVER OPERATION - AUGUST 13, 2007
20 _ ‘ 154.  On August 13, 2007, a Burean undercover operator using the alias
21 |l Joe Wong (“operator”) drove a Bureau-documented 1994 Toyota Cm California License

22 || Plate No. 3FLD508, to Respondent No. 5’s facility for a smog inspection. The vehicle could not

‘ 23 ;}ass a gmi}g zgs;;@:&gﬁ §§c§§se the vehicle’s zgﬁz’ﬁsﬁ timing was 3§}§§e§ beyond the

s . o . .
3 B B —reE ek ¢ i g

24 maszacimez s s;;ea;ﬁsaﬁaas Kss;@ﬁéem Tﬁ;&gﬁ ;ﬁ;{gmgé &e smﬁg ms;&&sﬁ gﬁé E&aﬁﬁé
25 § electronic Certificate of Compliance No. VJ442115, certifying that be had tested and inspected
26 | the 1994 Toyota Carmry and that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and

27 } regulations. In fact, the vehicle could not have passed the fanctional portion of the sé:sg

28 § /W




1 | inspection because the vehicle’s ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s

2 s;;eciﬁcaﬁegs,

3 ONE HUNDRED THIRTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
4 (U ﬁﬂ'ne or M;sieaé}gg Si‘zée%&egg}
5 155. Respondent No. 5’s registration is s&%}&%é& disciplinary action pursuant

to Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1), in thaton ar ahout August 13, 2007, it made or

6

7 | authorized statements which it knew or in the exercise of reasonble care it should have known
8 g tobe Ms or misleading by issuing electronic Certificate of C%}E;?li;&{? ?\E} V3442115 forthe
9 1994 Tﬁ}’%‘iﬁ Camzrf mf}mg that the vehicle was in mmghaﬁcﬁ with aggigsai}ig iaws and

10 g regniatmﬁs In fact, the vehmia cauld not havegassaé ﬁ}g functional iaerizsi}zz of the smog

11 msgechsn?;eca}}se the Vsigsie 3 1gmtze§ timing was aég&s‘faé bsyﬁmi i:he maz}ﬁazmmz’s

12 »s;;eezﬁszﬁegs ' ' ’ S S

B | e e T e Tme e i e L e TR e TS T F—

13§ ONE HUNDRED m&m CAUSE FOR'DISCIPLINE

14 - {’Ffzﬁ&}
15 . =2 Rméaﬁ Ne. 5s regzsirzﬁsafs subject to &ismgimzw action pzmani +f.
| Ié to Code section 9884.7, s;zhé;ﬁsz&a {a)}4}, g@t@%%@%‘%ﬁéﬁg&%& 13,2007, 1t %mi%éés‘s E

17 Wincﬁ ceﬁsnmte fraud %yzssamg eiectmmc Cerﬁﬁcate Qf C ; hans;e No. YIAI-LI»ZE 15 i@; ﬂ}g

18 E?«S}:-“:- ’;”s}g}ia {Zamry W}i‘%ﬁ&? ?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁm}ﬁg a ’%mﬁa ﬁéﬁ msga:ﬁﬁggf the emission 99332:&1 éa’ﬁaas
19 E and systems on the vehicle, ﬁzer&izy éﬁgﬁmg the ?ﬁ@gﬁg of ‘;i}s Siate of {;&%}fm& of the

204

i
21
22 ) : ! :
23 . 157 ﬁmésﬁi No. §’s s?aﬁs& E;c&zzse 5 s&%;ezi to .§zsaz§§z§m action
N 4 N .

F 24 ;}%zrsaaﬁi iﬁ Heai‘&z & Safﬁfy {fsés ses&asﬁ 4@{5”2 Z Sﬁfﬁéﬁﬁ&}i}ﬁ fa} in thzt on or ahout o
25 | Aﬁgzzsi 13, 2007, ;ﬂgzrézag %& 1994 Toyata Camry, it fzﬁeﬁ o z:smg}fy with the following .
;26 s ssat;ags of that Code: .

274 ;";’f

28 §




16§
174
18

2 ~  Section 44012, subdivision {a}: Respondent No. 5 failed tov determine

that all emission control devices and systems required by law were instalied and fimctioning
correctly tn accardance with test procedures.
b Section {4%}2, subdivision (f): Respondent No. 5 failed {o perform

emission cantrol tests on the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

c. Section 44015, subdivision (b): Respondent No. 5 issued electromic

d. Section 44059: Respondent No. 5 willfully made false entries for

5 A

DR ?%'9%?3%}

to §§%§§9§§3 Fehiel

158. Respondent No. 5°s station Hcense is subject to disciplinary action =

pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (c), in that on or about .

-August 13, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, it failed to ﬁﬁm??i}r with provisions of
Cakfamza Code of Regulations, fitle 16, as follows:
a Section 334%2% smg {ex: Respondent No. § ﬁ;s&%# ar

%&Eé;ﬁs&ﬁy issued electronic §g§§a§§ of Compliance No, VI442115 for the vehicle, in that the
vehicle could not pass the functional portion of the smog inspection because the vehicle’s

ignition timing was adjusted beyond the manufacturer’s specifications.

b. ?ifiﬁ}ﬁ 33%3 355, subdivision §€} Respondent No. 5 issued electronic

R e T e MR

Cemﬁcaie Qf C{}m?i‘,z;ﬁce Z\EQ VI442115 fe}' fsa %ézsis even though the Vﬁ’z;g;e had not éﬂa{;
inspected in accordance with section 334042,

c. Section 3340.42: Respondent No. 5 failed to conduct the required smog

tests on the vehicle in accordance with the Bureau’s specifications.

i
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2
3

10°
it ,.:§
12§

27
28

b
¥
A

ONE HUNDRED SEVENTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

159. Respondent No. 5’s station license is subject to disciplinary action

pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that on or about

August 13, 2007, it committed dishonest, frandulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured

by issuing clectronic Certificate of Compliznce No. V1442115 for the 1994 Toyota Camry

4

5

6

7 | without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission contro] devices and systems on the

8 ég?%hiﬁ%s thereby ésgnvmg the People of theA State of California of the protection aﬁarcieé by the
g

i Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

ONE HUNDRED EIGHTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Viclations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
160. Respondent Topcu has subjectedhis technisian license-to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health ang Safety Code section 440722, subdivision {a), in that on.or about

a Sss&ag &iﬁil §§§§I¥§I§ﬁ {g): Respondent ’Em failed o égm

a{}{recﬁyzz} mémm&iﬁim,

b. Section 44612, subdivision §§ 3: Respondent Topew failed to perform

*{ emission control tests an the vehicle in accordance with procedures prescribed by the department.

€. Seection 44432:- gmém Tapcu failed to perform tests of the emission
control devices and systems on the vehicle in accordance with section 44012 of that Code.

d. Section 4405%: Rmésﬁ% Topcu wilifully entered false information for

=T
= ~ﬂ"—~-vv*‘¢“

ﬁiectmmc Certificate of Sam;;}zaﬁze %‘tﬁ V3442115 for the vehicle ‘Q} c:e;tt:ffymg th&t ths': veticle
had been inspected as fsqsgz&é w%%, in fas; it had not.

i

it
I
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23

22

ONE HUNDRED NINETEEN CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

161. Respondent Tﬁpﬁ:ﬁ has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

| action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2, subdivision {c), in that on or about -
August 13, 2007, regarding the 1994 Toyota Camry, he violated the following sections of the
| Catifornia Code of Regulations, title 16:

a Section 3340.24. subdivision (c}: Respondent Topcu falsely or

fraudulently issued electronic Certificate of Compliance No. VJ442113 for the vehicle, in that the
vehicle could not pass the functional portion of the smog mspection because the vehicle’s
ignition timing was adjusted beyond the mamufacturer’s specifications.

b. &eﬁa&«Sﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ-s&%&iﬁsi&a {al: Rﬁg@n&eﬁ Topen fatiﬁé to mspect

e ws.sr_—_;g»p—w-, SR e b T

| and test the vehicle in accordance with Health and S&iﬁi}* Code section 44012,

c. Seeﬁaz 3340.41, 52?36}?}3}#& {e}: Respondent Topcu m’iﬁi‘aﬁ false

j mfmmiﬁe%ﬁam%ﬁymmg‘?ﬁs”fﬁrtﬁefmﬁﬁﬁgasm sfﬁzgsmsgm&gacﬁeg 3
whe:gmfact,ihgszei}zséss;ggzggm%%%&ﬁgé&}%gé%ams -

ONE HUNDRED TWENTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Dishonesty, Fraand or Deceit) |
162. Respondent Topcu has subjected his technician license to disciplinary

_action pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 44072.2 , subdivision {d), in that on or about

B e e et

24 g August 13, 2007 ragarémg ?%ﬁ §§§£§ ?53?33%3 {fm §}€ cﬁmﬁea acts fnv olving ézsﬁs:mésa

25
26
27
28

frand or deceit whereby another was injured by issuing electronic Certificate of Compliance No.
VI442115 for that vehicle without performing 2 bona fide inspection of the emission control
sevices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motar Vehicle Inspection Program.
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PRIOR DISCIPLINE

RESPONDENT NO. 1

163. Pursuant to the Decision and Order, a stipulated settlement in Statement of
Issues Case No. 79/04-00 S, which became effective January 38, 2006, the Burezu issued
Resp ondent’s Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. ARD 241700 on February 3, 2006, and
Smog Check Test Only Station License No. TC 24170 on February 16, 2006, Automotive
Repair Dealer Registration No. ARD 241700 and Smog Check Test Only Station License No.
TC 241700 were immediately revoked; however, revocations were stayed, and the licenses were
placed on probation with terms and %}ﬁéﬁg‘gas. Pursuant to the sstilement, Respondent agreed to
be bound by all of the terms and conditions set forth in the Decision and Order in Accusation Ne.
75/04-00, a related case brought wm@m No. 5, as more particularly set forth i

20"

;egaz&g&?}} 167, E}e}@; T&ar g:a’sat;ﬁn term ended December §, 2087.
RESPONDENT NO. 2 |
164. Pursuant to the Decision &é Order, a stipulated setflement in Statement of | {~-,
ssues Case No. 79/04-00 S, which became effsctive fune 30, 2006, the Burean issued. . ;

iéz;g Respondent’s Automotive Regaxr Dealer Registration No. ARD 2449847 on July 11, 2&%& and -

L Smog Check ?esi Omly Station License 3%% TC 244542 on November 20, 2006. égms%g
ngsg Dealer Registration No. ARD 244942 and Smog Check Test Ozﬁy Station License No.
TC 244942 were immediately revoked; however, revocations were s%aysé, and the ticenses were
placedon gﬁ%&‘éﬁs with terms and conditions. Pursuant to the settlement, Respondent agreed to
be bound by all of the terms and conditions set forth in the Decision and Order in Accusation
No. ??5&@% a related case %}{i}%zg%% against Respondent No. 5, as moare particularly set forth ?g:s
garagra;:é} 55’? %ei&w The §§§'§3§§§ term ended December 6, 2007.

oo e o - . SR ol

24
25
26
27
28

EESFE?&'E}E%’T NO.3

'165. Pursuant to the Decision and Order, z stipulated settlement in Statement of
Tssues Case No. 79/04-G0 S, which became effective February 8, 2007, the Bureau issued
‘Respondent’s Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. ARD 248804 on ?m 14,2007,

and Smog Check Test Only Station License No. TC 248804 on March Z, 2007. Automotive

70




| Repair Dealer Registration No. ARD 248804 and Smog Check Test Only Station License Ne.

TE 248804 were immediately revoked; h@fﬁ’s’es, revocations were stayed, and the licenses were

" placed on probation mﬁ; tezms and caniiﬁens, Pursuant f§ the settiement, Rméﬁﬁi’ agreed to
| be bound by all of ﬁm terms and Cﬁﬁéﬁiﬁﬁs set forth in the Séisiﬁﬁ and Order in %ésésaésg No.
79/04-00, a related case ’tngﬁ against R&Fg@ﬁéﬁﬁ No. 5, as more particularly Seﬁ s%?‘:% m

| paragraph 167, below. The probation term ended 5&@%& 6, 2007,

Kﬁﬁ?ﬁ’&ﬁm NO.4
166. E}mgii} éﬁﬁ&ﬁi@&é §§§§ 33’@&3&& settlement in Statement of

’ is&{}ﬁ Case No. 79/04-00 3 which became 9&@:‘@5& ?ﬁéﬁ&}i 2,2005, the ggz&wsé

RES?G?&‘}}E{ ?E{};
167. Effsctive December é 2004, m@iiﬁ the Decision Eﬁ%%ﬁﬁ

G " Accusation Case Na. 79/64-00, Rfsgvﬁéeﬁi’s Antomotive Rs?a}z Dealss ng;sgatseg No. ARD

168.  Under Code section %séé"{ gﬁ%éﬁfzsséﬁ (<) the director may fnvalidate

| tempararily or ;m%ﬁﬁ&} or §%§§§% to %:sézéza, the Eﬁgsgg’sggé %’ aé §§u§ of 3%;3}3%

| operated in this state by Chs‘zzeza Ca;ggzamm dgmg busmes: as C‘iezr Eme Test va Smug

71
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5

Station including, but not limited to Clear Blue Test Only Smog Station #3; Clear Blue ?& Omnly
—Sta'ées 2; Test Only Smog Station IT; and, G I C Smog Station, upon z finding that it has, oris,
engaged in a course of repeated and willfal viclations of the laws and regulations pertaining to an
automotive repair dealer, |

169. Under Health and Safety Code section 44072 .8, if Smog Check Test Only

6 | Station License Number TC 241700, issued to Chevrem Corporation doing business as Clear

e

24

26

27

28

or suspended by the director.

23

25

| chapter in the name of said licensee including, but not limited to, TC 244942, issued to Chevrem

- Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Only Smog Station 2; TC 248804, issued to
’ Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Only Smog Station 3; TC 236306,
3 fiss&aé to Chevrem Cm%ﬁ%ﬁ, doing business as Test Only Smgg Station II; and TC 2?_3}'@%,

2 f 153}1%6-‘29 C&ew&m Cerggmtwﬁ; éemg business as GIC Smgmﬁtaaga, }}}33; ’se E:Zia%%se I&ﬁ%:sé :

170. Under Health and i&fe:t} Code section éﬁ%%}zz,ﬁ 1if Advanced E?&%SSE%&

15§ Symz&ﬁfmggahmﬁ%%ﬁgﬁ 152180, issued to Harpreet:Singh Chhmz,zs;emkaé S
_: ar suspended, mﬁé&e@hmmﬁ@g@s@gﬁéﬁmgﬁﬁé%mmg ‘
‘ “be likewise revoked or s&mﬁ&i?gé% director. N

171. Under Health and Safety Code section 44072.8, if Advanced Emission
 Specialist Technician License Number EA 151176, issued to Christopher Bryan Harrison, is

T revoked or m&é&i any additional license issued under this chapter in the name of said

Iicensee may be likewise revoked or suspended by the director.
172, Under Health and Safety Code section 4#6’?2.8,7 if Advanced Emission

Sgéc%a%is‘i Techmician License Number EA 144440, issued to Winchester Sibuma Ordonez, is
E;;ﬁ}:aé or sasgﬁiéai Kﬁ;’ gégg;g E}s%ss 335%1%{% under ﬁﬁs ch;;;i;rm ft:ﬁ @z;gs;;{g - )
Licensee may be likewise revoked or suspended by the director. |

| 173. Under Health and Safety Code section 44072.8, if Advanced Emsission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 152893, issued to Bryon Leonard Schaub, is revoked
i




[

or suspended, any additional license issued under this-chapter in the name of said licensee may
be likewise revoked or suspended by the director.

174, Under Health and Safety Code section 44072.8, if Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 147911, issued to Nusret B. Topex, is ;évci:ed ot
: saspméeé, any additional E}m issued under ‘&315 chapter in the name of said licensee may be
likewise revoked or suspended by the director. ‘

175. Under Health and Safety Code section 44072.8, if Advanced Emission

N

& Specialist Technician License Number EA 151026, issued to Matthew ] ared ?hd?s, 1s revoked

4 or susg@}éﬁé, any aéé‘ﬁaﬁai license issued under this déa?ze; in the name of gaid licensee may

=T R - Y T O Ve R N

EG be likewise revoked ot suspended by the dirsctor.
eE B o PRAYER

Sits 2 SR ‘Zﬁm%}@ Qam;z}&iﬁsﬁ%req&esé&éﬁ»&é}mgé&%éégﬁ&gmhmv .

207 3. Revoking or suspending Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number

Ei ARD 248804, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Onty Smog

‘ __23 4. Revoling or suspending Automotive ngai: Dealer Registration Number

et TR e

24 /éi«ii} 236306, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Test Onfy Smog Station I;
ZSf 5. Revolang or suspending A}}é&g&&% Repair Dealer Registration Number
25 i ARD 221708, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as G1C Smog Sia“;igg;

27 &. Temporanly or permanently invalidating any other automotive repair

28 || dealer registration issued to Chevrem Carparation;
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15

16

17,

18

19
20

23

23

’:gﬁiﬁgﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁégﬁfﬁ}?%ﬁ’é%g@ﬁ%ﬁmm{ig o 4

7. Revoking or suspending Smog Check, Test Only Station License Number

TC 241700, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Only Smog

Statian;
g Revoking or suspending Smog Check, Test Only Station License Number
i TC 2449472, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Only Smog
| Station Z;
i

. Revoking or suspending Smog Check, Test Only Station License Number
TC 248804, issued to Chevrem Corporation, doing business as Clear Blue Test Only Smog
Station 3; '

10. Rewokingor szzs?%ééggg Smog Check, Test Only Station License Number

§ TC 236306, issued to Ehzvrem Carparation, doing business as Test Only Smog Station T

: S 1L Rﬁ’?i}%}&g oF sgsgégégxge;img{fnﬁc& Test {}ﬁinia‘ﬁeﬁ ism Number
]

§ TC 221700, issued to C&m Cerparatzsa, doing business as G1 {f gﬁiﬁg 3@3{@,

J“} "w‘ L

13 g.%&fekmg or suspending Advanced Emission Smsis% ?&@s&&

§License Number EA 152180, issued to Harpreet Singh Chhina;

14.  Revoking or suspending any additionz! license issued under Chapter 5 of

| the Fcalth and Safety Code in the name of Harprest Singh Chhina;

15. ?&ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁg or suspending Advanced Emission Specialist Technician .

License Number EA 151176, issuad to Christopher Bryan gm
' 16.  Revoking or suspending any additional hicenss zsssaé ander Chapter S of
the Health and Safety {:ﬁéﬁ m %s > name f}f Christopher 3;}@

L s gt

o e - N R AT S L L, e e A m o & memree s

24

25
26
27
A

1 ? . Revokingor ss;s?sﬁémg Advanced §E§§SS§§§ Syas}aksé Technician
License Number EA 144440, issued to Winchester Sibuma Ordonez;

18.  Revolang or suspending any additional license issued under Chapter 5 of
the Health and Safety Code m the name of Winchester Sibuma Ordonez;
i

}
A

12.  Revokingor ss,}sganm.g any additional license issued under fC!;gg?sr 5of -




T ',fﬂ; |

1 19.  Revoling or suspending Advanced Emission Speciatist Techmician

2 | License Number EA 152893, issued to Bryon Leonard Schaub;

3. 20.  Revoking or suspending any additional license issued under Chapter 5 of
4 || the Health %% Safety Code m the name of Bryon Leonard Schaub;

5 21.  Revoking or suspending Advanced Emission Specialist Technician

6 | License Number EA 147911, issued to Nusret B. Topow;

7 22, Revoking or suspending any additional license issued under Chapter 5 of
& || the Health and Safety Code in the name of Nusret B. Topen;

9 ' 23.  Revoling or suspending Advanced Emission Specialist Technician

10 | License Number EA 151026, issued to Matthew Jared Phelps;

2 the Heaith aﬁégafﬁy{l‘ﬁée n ﬁze name sf Mai:thew }&'aéﬁzégs
5. Ordering Q&m Qm&&s, Harpreet Smgh Chhina, Christopher

26. l ?@gs&é& other and farther action zsémaém and proper.
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35621 10SF2008400136
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27

28

11 _ s 24, Remmg ar snsgemﬁng any additional license issued under Chapter 3 of
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